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I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
A. The Nature Of The Case 
This is a clear liability automobile collision case involving a single plaintiff and a 
single defendant. 
B. Course Of The Proceedings And Disposition Below 
Plaintiff-Appellant (“P/A”) Jackson’s Complaint was filed on August 5, 2010.  
Defendant-Respondent (“D/R”) Crow’s Answer was filed on February 16, 2011.  Trial was set 
for April 9, 2012, and reset for September 16, 2013. 
Both P/A Jackson and D/R Crow then filed Bankruptcy.  P/A Jackson filed for 
bankruptcy on February 4, 2013, was discharged from Bankruptcy on June 4, 2013, and his case 
was closed on December 17, 2013.  Second Seiniger Declaration, P/A Jackson Bankruptcy 
Docket, Clerk’s Record (“CR”) 174-180.  D/R Crow filed for bankruptcy on January 18, 2014, 
listing this case as an unliquidated unsecured debt.  D/R Crow received a bankruptcy discharge 
on April 30, 2014.  P/A Jackson’s claim for damages sustained in the collision in this case 
remained pending in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy.  P/A Jackson’s claim for $61,018.56 was allowed 
by D/R Crow’s Bankruptcy Trustee, and that case was closed on May 6, 2016.  Within one week, 
on May 13, 2016, P/A Jackson filed a request for a status conference and trial setting in this case.   
A jury trial was scheduled in this case for January 30, 2017. On September 30, 2016, D/R 
Crow filed a motion for summary judgment.  On February 1, 2017, P/A Jackson filed a motion 
for partial summary judgment. The jury trial was rescheduled for June 5, 2017.  P/A Jackson 
moved to amend his complaint to include D/R Crow’s Farmers motor vehicle liability policy as 
a defendant and limit relief to execution on that policy, CR 430-438.  P/A Jackson filed an 
amended motion for summary judgment on March 12, 2017, CR 486-487 (asserting entitlement 
to summary judgment in his favor based upon the doctrine of issue preclusion as applied to his 
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claim in Crow’s bankruptcy case), and a second amended motion for summary judgment on 
March 23, 2017, CR 11.  P/A Jackson’s motions for summary judgment were not considered by 
the District Court. 
On April 13, 2017, the District Court entered its Memorandum Decision and Order on 
Motion for Summary Judgment, granting D/R Crow’s motion for summary judgment.  P/A 
Jackson moved for reconsideration.  The District Court entered its order denying reconsideration 
on August 31, 2017.  On September 28, 2017, P/A Jackson filed a Notice of Appeal. 
C. Statement Of The Facts 
1. The Facts of the Collision 
On the afternoon of August 5, 2008, P/A Jackson, was driving a tractor and pulling a 
PTO-driven vacuum in accordance with his employment as a maintenance worker at the Boise 
City Parks Department, Declaration of Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr. in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment Re: Liability (hereafter “First Seiniger Declaration”, Exhibit A, 
Deposition of Kermit Jackson, at 16:1-4; 17:14-15; 19:18-24; 20:24-21:11, CR 339-340).  P/A 
Jackson was driving in the southbound lane of South Walnut Street in Boise, Idaho wearing his 
safety lap belt when he observed D/R Crow’s vehicle cross into his lane of travel. Id. at 21:12-
16, 27:2-12; 28:12-19, CR 341-342. The driver of the northbound vehicle was D/R Crow. Id. 
Exhibit B at p. 4, CR 347.  P/A Jackson attempted to avoid a collision by breaking and steering 
toward the very right side of his lane of travel, Id. Exhibit A at 28:1-22; 31:16-20; 35:16-23, CR 
342-343, but D/R Crow’s vehicle collided with him. Id. at 31:18-32:4, CR 342.  The force of the 
collision caused P/A Jackson to bounce off the tractor’s steering wheel and to hit his left 
shoulder and head on the tractor’s roll bar. Id. at 36:10-20; 37:6-22, CR 344.  Among other 
injuries, P/A Jackson sustained bruising to his left shoulder and forehead. Id. at 37, CR 344.  As 
a result of the collision, D/R Crow pled guilty to driving on the wrong side of the highway in 
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violated I.C. §49-630.  Fifth Declaration of Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr.in Support of Summary 
Judgment, Exhibit 1, CR 546, 549-550.  D/R Crow admitted that neither P/A Jackson nor any 
third party caused the injuries sustained by him in the collision. Id., CR 346. 
2. The Parties’ Intervening Bankruptcies 
On February 4, 2013, during the pendency of this case, P/A Jackson filed for bankruptcy 
and trial was vacated.  P/A Jackson received a bankruptcy discharge on June 4, 2013.  Summary 
Judgment Decision at 5, CR 561.   On January 18, 2014, D/R Crow filed for bankruptcy listing 
P/A Jackson’s lawsuit as a potential unsecured debt with a value of claim unknown.  Affidavit of 
Jade C. Stacey in Support of Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment (hereafter “First Stacey 
Affidavit”), CR 207.  See, Addendum Exhibit 1 (highlighting not in CR) including Verified 
Statement of Special Counsel, CR 152-154, D/R Crow’s Voluntary Petition in Bankruptcy, CR 
185-187; Schedule F listing P/A Jackson as an unsecured creditor, CR 207; D/R Crow 
Bankruptcy Case Docket, CR 253-258; and the Trustees Final Report of November 5, 2015 with 
allowance of P/A Jackson’s claim for $61,018.56 and proposed payment from net estate of 
$1,932.45, CR 264, 272, 274. 
P/A Jackson filed a proof of claim in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy valuing the case at 
$120,000 on June 11, 2014, and subsequently filed an amended proof of claim valuing the claim 
at $61,018.56 on December 12, 2014. Summary Judgment Decision at 5-6, CR 561-562.  D/R 
Crow received a bankruptcy discharge on April 30, 2014, First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit R, CR 
260,1 as a result of which D/R Crow could no longer be held personally liable for any debt that 
she owed to P/A Jackson. P/A Jackson’s Amended Proof of Claim filed in D/R Crow’s 






bankruptcy was not objected to and was allowed by the trustee and approved by the bankruptcy 
judge for $61,018.56 resulting in a distribution of $1932.45.  First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit Q, 
Bankruptcy Court Docket, CR 253, 258; Exhibit S, Trustees Final Report, CR 264, 272, 274, 
Addendum Exhibit 1.  D/R Crow’s bankruptcy case was ordered closed on May 9, 2016, CR 253, 
258. 
3. This Action Continued Following The Close Of D/R Crow’s Bankruptcy Case 
On May 13, 2016, within a week of the close of D/R Crow’s bankruptcy, P/A Jackson 
filed a request for trial in this case.  First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit Q, Bankruptcy Court Docket, 
CR 253, 258; Exhibit S, Trustees Final Report, CR 264, 272, 274, Addendum Exhibit 1; Request 
for Status Conference and Trial Setting, CR 30.    In so doing, P/A Jackson was relying on the 
exception 11 U.S.C. §524(e) to the permanent injunction barring commencing or continuing a 
case “to collect, recover or offset any such debt as a personal liability of the debtor,” set forth in 
11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2).  11 U.S.C. §524(e) permits the continuation of an action that “does not 
affect the liability of any other entity on, or the property of any other entity for, such debt.”  
Despite the Bankruptcy Court’s exclusive jurisdiction to enforce a permanent injunction granted 
under 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2) if need be (see, Beneficial Loan Co. v. Noble, 129 F.2d 425, 427, 
(1942)) D/R Crow did not seek relief in that court pursuant to the Bankruptcy Act under 11 
U.S.C. §105 from the continuation of this action.    Rather, D/R Crow continued to litigate this 
action. 
4. The Parties’ Cross-Motions For Summary Judgment 
D/R Crow continued to litigate in this case, objecting to P/A Jackson’s May 13, 2016 
Request for Status Conference and Trial Setting, CR 31-34.  D/R Crow filed an Amended Answer 
to Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial on August 16, 2016, CR 46-50.  A jury trial was 
scheduled for January 30, 2017. Summary Judgment Decision at 7.   
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On September 30, 2016, over four months after this action was continued by the filing of 
P/A Jackson’s Request for Status Conference and Trial Setting, D/R Crow filed a motion for 
summary judgment.  Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment, CR 51-52.  On February 1, 
2017, P/A Jackson filed Plaintiff’s Motion for Partial Summary, Judgment, CR 314-315.  The 
jury trial was rescheduled for June 5, 2017.  Summary Judgment Decision at 7.   
On April 13, 2017, the District Court entered its Memorandum Decision and Order on 
Motion for Summary Judgment, CR 557-570, granting Defendant’s Motion for Summary 
Judgment.  P/A Jackson filed a timely motion for reconsideration.  The District Court entered its 
Order Granting Motion to Extend Time and Denying Motion for Reconsideration and Motion to 
Strike (hereafter “Order on Reconsideration”) on August 31, 2017, CR 619-628, and entered 
Judgment in favor of D/R Crow, CR 629. 
5. The District Court Granted Summary Judgment Against P/A Jackson Holding That 
There Is No Procedure Under Which This Case Can Be Continued Against D/R 
Crow As A “Nominal” Party To Determine The Amount Owed For Indemnification 
Under The Farmers’ Policy. 
The District Court held that P/A Jackson is barred from obtaining a judgment against D/R 
Crow limited as required in Pigg v. Brockman, 79 Idaho 233, 245-246, 314 P.2d 609, 616, 
(1957),2 CR 435-437, because “I.R.C.P. 54 does not appear to provide for the entry of a 
judgment against a nominal party to indicate the judgment is only nominally against an 















individual and really against that individual's insurance company,” Judgment Decision at 6, CR 
569, and because “allowing Plaintiff to proceed on his claims against Defendant would violate 
the injunction and protections provided by 11 U.S.C. §524 and the No Direct Action Rule 
prevents (sic.) Plaintiff from substituting the insurance company as the defendant.”  Summary 
Judgment Decision at 13, CR 569. 
6.  P/A Jackson Has Given Assurances That Execution On Any Judgment Will Only 
Be Collected From Farmers 
Lest there be any doubt on this point, P/A Jackson’s undersigned counsel hereby 
stipulates not to “collect, recover or offset” any judgment in this case “as a personal liability of 
the debtor” and to proceed against D/R Crow simply as the nominal party to determine the extent 
of his damages and to collect them only from Farmers (hereafter referred to as “Farmers”) 
pursuant to D/R Crow’s rights under D/R Crow’s Farmers Insurance Company of Idaho 
automobile insurance policy, (hereafter the “Farmers’ Policy”).  Stipulations of parties 
or counsel made in pending proceedings are conclusive as to all matters properly contained or 
included therein.  Reding v. Reding, 141 Idaho 369, 373, 109 P.3d 1111, 1115, (2005). 
P/A Jackson also moved to amend his complaint to (1) set forth the fact of D/R Crow’s 
discharge from bankruptcy, (2) set forth P/A Jackson’s recognition of the permanent injunction 
arising from the operation of 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2), (3) join Farmers Insurance Company Policy 
No. 0182612689 as a defendant, and (4) to amend his prayer for relief as follows: 
1. For determination of the amount of economic and noneconomic damages 
sustained by the plaintiff for the purpose of fixing the liability of Defendant 
Policy No. 018261689 under that policy, with credit in the amount of $1,932.45. 
2. For judgment against Defendant Policy No. 018261689 in the amount of the 
applicable policy limits contained within Defendant Policy No. 018261689, or such 
lesser amount as the court may order. 
3. For entry of judgment “in terms [that] provide that [Defendant Crow] is not liable 
therefor nor for any costs or expenses involved in the action, and that the 
judgment determines the liability of the insurer and fixes the amount of such 
liability, within the limits of the policy,” consistent with the holding of the Idaho 
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Supreme Court in Pigg v. Brockman, 79 Idaho 233, 245-246, 314 P.2d 609, 616, 
1957 Ida. LEXIS 212, 25-26 (Idaho 1957). 
4. For costs and attorney’s fees against Defendant Policy No. 018261689. 
5. For such other and further relief as to the court seem just and equitable. 
The District Court observed that P/A Jackson’s “proposed solution is not a workable 
solution as absent a judgment being entered, Defendant and her insurance company have no legal 




II. ISSUES PRESENTED ON APPEAL 
A. Is P/A Jackson Entitled To Summary Judgment On The Record? 
1. Did the District Court err in failing to consider the preclusive effect of the allowance of 
P/A Jackson’s claim in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy? 
2. Did the District Court err in denying P/A Jackson’s motion to join the Farmer’s Policy 
as a defendant in this action? 
3. Is P/A Jackson entitled to summary judgment against D/R Crow in the amount of his 
allowed claim in her bankruptcy with credit for the amount dispersed from the 
bankruptcy estate, plus prejudgment interest on that amount under Idaho law? 
B. Did The District Court Err In Granting D/R Crow’s Motion For Summary 
Judgment? 
1. Did the District Court misinterpret the basis of the holding in Pigg? 
2. Does Idaho’s public policy underlying its Motor Vehicle Financial Responsibility Act 
require the continuance of a case against a discharge debtor-tortfeasor to permit 
determination of damages owed by an insured negligent driver? 
3. Does the continuation of this case against D/R Crow violate the permanent injunction 
provided for by the bankruptcy act? 
4. Can summary judgment be supported by speculation regarding facts not entitled to 
judicial notice? 
5. Did the District Court abuse its discretion? 
6. Did the District Court err in its interpretation of §524 of the Bankruptcy Act? 
C. Should Farmers Or The Farmers’ Policy Be Joined As A Defendant In This Action? 
III. ATTORNEY FEES ON APPEAL 
P/A Jackson does not request attorney’s fees on appeal. 
IV. ARGUMENT 
P/A Jackson filed a Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Re: Liability, CR 314-315, 
supported by his counsel’s declaration, CR 334-349.  This motion was later expanded to include 
both liability and damages based on the preclusive effect of the allowance of P/A Jackson’s 
claim in Crow’s bankruptcy. Supplemental Memorandum Re: Pending Motions for Summary 
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Judgment, CR 406-420.  D/R Crow did not file an affidavit or declaration in opposition to this 
motion.   
It is undisputed that P/A Jackson’s Amended Proof of Claim filed in D/R Crow’s 
bankruptcy was not objected to and was allowed by the trustee and approved by the bankruptcy 
judge in the amount of $61,018.56 resulting in a distribution of $1932.45.  First Stacey Affidavit, 
CR 53-289, Exhibit Q, Bankruptcy Court Docket evidencing issuance of May 9, 2016 Order 
Approving Trustee’s Final Account and Distribution Report, Discharging Trustee and Closing 
Case, CR 253-258, Exhibit S, Trustees Final Report, CR 264, 272, 274, (referenced exhibits 
attached hereto as Addendum Exhibit 1). 
A. The Allowance Of A Claim In Bankruptcy Has A Preclusive Effect In Subsequent 
Litigation Concerning Liability And Damages. 
Upon the filing of P/A Jackson’s claim in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy action, the Bankruptcy 
Court had exclusive jurisdiction over the issues of liability and damages in this case.  Sasson v. 
Sokoloff (In re Sasson), 424 F.3d 864, 870 (2005).  Both D/R Crow’s liability and P/A Jackson’s 
damages were determined by the Bankruptcy Court in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy action by virtue 
of her bankruptcy trustee’s approval of P/A Jackson’s claim, CR 241, and the Bankruptcy 
Court’s approval of the trustee’s final report, CR 253, 258.     
The claim objection process in bankruptcy is intended to resolve disputes about the 
validity and amount of a claim. In re Gatewood, 533 B.R. 905, 909 (8th Cir. BAP 2015); In re 
Hann, 476 B.R. 344, 355 (1st Cir. BAP 2012). See, also, FRBP 3001(f) (proof of claim shall 
constitute prima facie evidence of the validity and amount of the claim). The claim objection 
process in bankruptcy is intended to resolve disputes about the validity and amount of a claim. In 
re Gatewood, 533 B.R. 905, 909 (8th Cir. BAP 2015); In re Hann, 476 B.R. 344, 355 (1st Cir. 
BAP 2012). See, also, FRBP 3001(f) (proof of claim shall constitute prima facie evidence of the 
validity and amount of the claim).  In bankruptcy, the validity of a creditor’s claim is determined 
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as a matter of state law. Grogan v. Garner, 498 U.S. 279, 283, 111 S.Ct. 654 (1991). “A proof of 
claim is deemed valid and is allowed unless objected to by an interested party.” In re Goldberg, 
297 B.R. 465, 466 (Bankr. W.D.N.C. 2003) (citing §502(a); Fed. R. Bankr. P. 3001(f)). Hann v. 
Educ. Credit Mgmt. Corp. (In re Hann), 476 B.R. 344, 354, 2012 Bankr. LEXIS 3686, 24, 
Bankr. L. Rep. (CCH) P82, 285, 2012 WL 3195135 (B.A.P. 1st Cir. 2012).3   
P/A Jackson’s amended Proof of Claim filed in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy proceeding was 
not objected to and was allowed by the trustee in the amount of $61,018.56 resulting in a 
distribution of $1932.45. See, First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit S, CR 264, 272.  No objection was 
made to this claim.  The Bankruptcy Court’s approval of P/A Jackson’s claim in D/R Crow’s 
bankruptcy precludes relitigating D/R Crow’s liability or the extent of P/A Jackson’s damages, 
actually determined by the Bankruptcy Court, and any issue that could have been raised in that 
proceeding.  Restatement (Second) of Judgments §18; Alary Corp. v. Sims (In re Associated 
Vintage Group, Inc.), 283 B.R. 549, (9th Cir. Bankruptcy App. Panel, 2002).  The adjudication 
of a claim in bankruptcy precludes relitigation of the issues actually decided by a Bankruptcy 
Court where the party to be precluded had a full and fair opportunity to litigate the issue.  Roos v. 
Red, 130 Cal. App. 4th 870, 880, 30 Cal. Rptr. 3d 446, 452, (2005).  Federal common law 
governs the preclusive effect of federal court judgments, including bankruptcy court orders. 
Barrow v. D.A.N. Joint Venture Props. of N. Carolina, LLC, 755 S.E.2d 641, 644-45 (N.C. Ct. 
App. 2014).  “State courts are bound to apply federal rules in determining the preclusive effect of 











federal-court decisions on issues of federal law.” Heck v. Humphrey, 512 U.S. 477, 488 n.9, 114 
S. Ct. 2364, 129 L. Ed. 2d 383 (1994) (addressing issue and claim preclusion).   
1. D/R Crow Is Precluded From Relitigating Liability And Damages In This Action By 
The Bankruptcy Act. 
D/R Crow was represented by counsel in her bankruptcy.  First Stacey Affidavit, at CR 
187, First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit Q, Bankruptcy Court Docket, CR 253, 258; Exhibit S, 
Trustees Final Report, CR 264, 272, 274, Addendum Exhibit 1.  D/R Crow’s failure to object to 
P/A Jackson’s claim and its allowance by the trustee was effectively a default judgment.  “In the 
absence of fraud or collusion, a default judgment is as conclusive an adjudication between the 
parties as when rendered after answer and complete contest in the open courtroom.” Morris v. 
Jones, 329 U.S. 545, 67 S. Ct. 451, 91 L. Ed. 488 (1947). “Most federal courts of appeal have 
recognized an exception to the general rule that collateral estoppel does not apply to a default 
judgment,” where a party chooses not to defend in prior action); Backlund v. Stanley-Snow (In re 
Stanley-Snow), 405 B.R. 11, 19 (B.A.P. 1st Cir. 2009); see also New England Ins. Co. v. Sylvia, 
783 F. Supp. 6, 9 (D.N.H. 1991); Maslar v. Martin (In re Martin), 468 B.R. 479, 483 n.8 (Bankr. 
D. Mass. April 12, 2012). 
The doctrines of collateral estoppel and res judicata apply with full force to proceedings 
in the bankruptcy courts. Katchen v. Landy, 382 US. 323, 334, 86 S. Ct. 467, 15 L. Ed. 2d 391 
(1966); City Stores Co. v. Mall, Inc, 42 B.R. 685, 688 (S.D.N.Y. 1984); In re Bystrek, 17 B.R. 
894 (Bankr. E.D.Pa. 1982); In re Jefferson, 59 B.R. 707, 710 (Bankr. S.D.Miss. 1986). The 
doctrine of claim preclusion precludes a debtor from relitigating the validity and amount of a 
claim submitted in bankruptcy. The doctrine bars the losing party from raising in the subsequent 
litigation any defenses or arguments of law or fact that were or could have been raised in the first 
suit to defeat the defendant’s liability or to reduce or mitigate the damages. See Rein v. David A. 
Noyes & Co., 172 Ill.2d at 336; Kosydor v. American Express Centurion Services Corp., 2012 IL 
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App (5th) 120110, ¶ 19.   
2. The Bankruptcy Court Reviewed P/A Jackson’s Proof Of Claim Of $120,000; 
Requested Documentation Of That Claim; And Requested, Reviewed, And 
Approved His Amended Proof Of Claim For $61,018.56. 
P/A Jackson originally filed a proof of claim in the amount of $120,000 which included 
both economic and noneconomic damages.  P/A Jackson’s counsel’s office was subsequently 
contacted by Debbie Rodriguez, assistant to bankruptcy trustee Noah Hillen requesting 
documentation of that amount.  P/A Jackson’s counsel’s office provided documentation both 
concerning his economic and noneconomic damages in support of his original claim in the 
amount of $120,000.  Declaration of Cade D Woolstenhulme in Support of Plaintiff’s Second 
Amended Motion for Summary Judgment (hereafter “Woolstenhulme Declaration”), ¶¶3-6, CR 
520-521; Exhibits 1-4, CR 524-543, attached hereto as Addendum Exhibit 2. 
Ms. Rodriguez again contacted P/A Jackson’s counsel’s office questioning whether the 
documentation provided in support of the $120,000 claim.  Woolstenhulme Declaration, ¶5, CR 
521; Exhibit 1, CR 527.  Plaintiff’s counsel’s office advised Ms. Rodriguez that there was 
ongoing litigation with respect to P/A Jackson’s claim, and Ms. Rodriguez responded advising 
that “from a bankruptcy case perspective” she needed “the most solid verifiable claim amount 
possible,” and asking if there was “any way to get out a hard number for what was owed by Ms. 
Crow on the date that the automatic stay went in to place, 1/18/2014.”  Woolstenhulme 
Declaration, ¶6-7, CR 521.  Plaintiff’s counsel’s office responded to Ms. Rodriguez itemizing 
the benefits to which P/A Jackson was entitled on his related worker's compensation claim.  
Included within this itemization were (1) was medical bills paid, temporary total disability 
benefits, permanent partial disability benefits, totaling $33,826.56, and (2) physical 
impairment/disability benefits totaling $27,192 claimed by P/A Jackson as explained in Exhibit 4 
to Woolstenhulme’s Declaration.  Woolstenhulme Declaration, ¶¶8-9, CR 521-522; Exhibit 1, 
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CR 525; Exhibit 2, CR 530-538; Exhibit 4, CR 543.  Based upon this information, Ms. Rodriguez 
requested that P/A Jackson’s counsel file an Amended Proof of Claim in the amount of 
$61,018.56 ($33,826.56 plus $27,192).  Woolstenhulme Declaration, ¶10, CR 522; Exhibit 1 CR 
5 to 4-525.  Pursuant to that request, P/A Jackson’s counsel filed an Amended Proof of Claim in 
Crow’s bankruptcy. Woolstenhulme Declaration, ¶11, CR 522; Exhibit 5, CR 544-545. 
3. The Allowance Of P/A Jackson’s Claim In D/R Crow’s Bankruptcy Establishes And 
Limits His Damages For Purposes Of This Action. 
P/A Jackson concedes that by virtue of the fact that he submitted his claim to the 
jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court, and it was approved by the Bankruptcy Trustee and the 
Bankruptcy Judge in Crow’s bankruptcy , his damages became liquidated in the amount of the 
approved claim of entry of judgment in his favor in the amount of $59,086.11 ($61,018.56 with 
credit for $1932.45 distributed in D/R Crow’s bankruptcy) plus prejudgment interest to be 
awarded in this action on this liquidated amount from the date of its liquidation in the 
Bankruptcy Court (November 5, 2015, CR 257) at the rate of interest specified by I.C. §28-22-
104.  See, In re Medomak Canning, 111 B.R. 371, 373-374, (D. Me. 1990), Leliefeld v. 
Panorama Contractors, 111 Idaho 897, 910, 728 P.2d 1306, * (1986), Bouten Const. Co., 133 
Idaho at 762, 992 P.2d at 757, Boel v. Stewart Title Guar. Co., 137 Idaho 9 *, 43 P.3d 768, 
(2002).  Since the doctrine of issue preclusion bars D/R Crow from relitigating her liability for 
P/A Jackson’s allowed claim, judgment should be entered against her in that amount consistent 
with Pigg for which Farmers will be liable. 
B. Idaho’s Public Policy Requires Cases To Continue Against Discharged Debtor-
Tortfeasors So That Tort Victims Can Collect Available Insurance. 
As discussed below, the District Court concluded that this case could not continue for a 
variety of reasons, including speculation as to facts not in the record.  Idaho’s public policy 
requires that this case be continued, against Farmers if necessary, to fulfill the purposes of 
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Idaho’s Motor Vehicle Safety Responsibility Act.   
Motor vehicle insurance policies must be construed in conformance with the mandate of that 
act. Farmers Insurance Exchange v. Wendler, 84 Idaho 114, 368 P.2d 933 (1962). The stated 
policy and purpose of that safety responsibility act ‘is to protect the public against irresponsible 
drivers.’ Farmers Exchange, supra, 84 Idaho at 119, 368 P.2d at 935. 
Farm Bureau Mut. Ins. Co. v. Hmelevsky, 97 Idaho 46, 49, 539 P.2d 598, 601, (1975).   
It is the public policy of this state that any owner or operator of a motor vehicle … purchase 
automobile liability insurance … [to further the] public policy of providing some protection to 
the general public who may be injured as a result of the operation of the named motor vehicle, 
by providing an assured fund from which a member of the general public may recover for at 
least part of his damage …. clearly the intent of our legislature was to provide a source of funds 
from which a person damaged by the operation of the motor vehicle could obtain recourse.”   
Dullenty v. Rocky Mountain Fire & Casualty Co., 111 Idaho 98, 102, 104, 721 P.2d 198, 202, 204 
(1986).    
The duty to avoid enforcing an invalid contract term is so strong that Idaho's courts must raise 
the public policy issue sua sponte if necessary. Quiring, 130 Idaho at 567, 944 P.2d at 702. The 
Court does not invalidate a contract only if it was void at the time it was entered. Instead, the 
Court must not enforce any contract "at any stage in the litigation" in which it becomes 
apparent that the provision contravenes public policy. Id. Thus, whenever the Court discovers 
that a provision is invalid, the Court must refuse to enforce it. 
Hill v. Am. Family Mut. Ins. Co., 150 Idaho 619, 629, 249 P.3d 812, 822, (2011). 
 The District Court’s holding that this case could not continue as a matter of law fails to 
take into account Idaho’s public policy.  Because of this, the District Court grant of summary 
judgment in favor of D/R Crow should be reversed.   
C. The Farmer’s Policy Should Be Joined In This Action In The Interests Of Justice, 
Judicial Economy, And Idaho’s Public Policy. 
P/A Jackson’s motion to amend his complaint to include the Farmer’s Policy should 
have been considered and granted.  It would be impractical bring an action against Farmers to 
relitigate damages in that action, and a waste of judicial resources.  Even after D/R Crow’s 
discharge from bankruptcy, she remains represented by counsel presumably hired by Farmers.  
At this point, D/R Crow is in reality Farmers’ avatar, serving as its proxy in this litigation for the 
sole purpose of avoiding its obligation under Idaho’s Motor Vehicle Financial Responsibility 
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Law to pay P/A Jackson’s damages.4 Farmers is liable under the Farmers’ Policy for the unpaid 
portion of P/A Jackson’s allowed claim of $61,018.56 plus prejudgment interest, and there is no 
reason to require P/A Jackson to file a separate lawsuit against farmers, which would inevitably 
delay these proceedings four years, again frustrating the public policy behind Idaho’s Motor 
Vehicle Financial Responsibility Law. 
1. P/A Jackson’s Motion To Amend To Join Farmer’s Policy Should Have Been 
Granted Because Of The Preclusive Effect Of The Allowance Of His Claim In D/R 
Crow’s Bankruptcy. 
As discussed above, the allowance of P/A Jackson’s claim for $61,018.56 in D/R Crow’s 
bankruptcy has the preclusive effect of a judgment against D/R Crow.  Thus the essence of the 
condition the Farmers’ Policy that the extent of D/R Crow’s obligation to P/A Jackson be finally 
determined has been fulfilled.5  The interests of justice, judicial economy, and the public policy 
behind Idaho’s Motor Vehicle Financial Responsibility Law, all support the granting of P/A 
Jackson’s Motion to Amend Complaint to include Farmers as a party defendant, CR 430-438.   























2. The Bankruptcy Act Does Not Bar The Continuation Of This Action – It Bars Only 
Any Attempt To Recover A Judgment Against D/R Crow Personally. 
Under 11 U.S.C. §524(e), D/R Crow’s discharge from bankruptcy does not (and cannot) 
effect the obligation of Farmers to pay for any damages sustained by P/A Jackson as a result of 
D/R Crow’s negligence.  A discharge in a bankruptcy case “operates as an injunction against the 
commencement or continuation of an action, the employment of process, or an act, to collect, 
recover or offset any such debt as a personal liability of the debtor.”  11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2).  
Underlining supplied.  This case is not being continued to collect recover or offset damages from 
D/R Crow as a personal liability.  Rather, it is being continued under the provisions of 11 U.S.C. 
§524(e)6 to collect damages from Farmers, contractually liable to satisfy any judgment entered 
against D/R Crow, which is unaffected by the discharge of D/R Crow’s liability to pay the debt 
herself.   
It would appear that the allowance of post-discharge actions against the debtor nominally 
is almost unanimously permitted: 
[C]ourts have been “nearly unanimous” in holding that a post-discharge injunction does 
not prohibit a creditor from proceeding against the debtor nominally for the purposes 
of establishing liability as a prerequisite to proceeding against the debtor's insurer.  
Judge Posner of the Seventh Circuit explained the pervasive policy in support of this 
nearly unanimous holding:  
The reasoning is that a suit to collect merely the insurance proceeds and not 
the plaintiff’s full damages (should they exceed the insurance coverage) 
would not create a ‘personal liability of the debtor,’ because only the 
insurance company would be asked to pay anything, and hence such a suit 
would not infringe the discharge.  
Similarly, courts note that “‘[a]ny other outcome would result in a windfall to insurers, 
which receive premiums as the quid pro quo for providing insurance. Any other 
outcome would also disadvantage both innocent, third-party, personal-injury 
claimants.’... It makes no sense legally or equitably for an insurer to escape insurance 







coverage for injuries caused by its insured merely by the happenstance of the insured's 
bankruptcy discharge. Such a result would be fundamentally wrong.”  
* * * 
Section 524(e) allows a creditor to seek recovery from “any other entity” that may be liable on 
behalf of the debtor. In other words, the post-discharge injunction prohibits only efforts to seek 
recovery from the debtor personally.” The discharge of the debtor from personal liability is 
distinguishable from the debt itself. “The debt still exists and can be collected from any other 
entity that may be liable, including an insurer.” Thus, courts have been “nearly unanimous” in 
holding that a post-discharge injunction does not prohibit a creditor from proceeding against 
the debtor nominally for the purposes of establishing liability as a prerequisite to proceeding 
against the debtor's insurer. Judge Posner of the Seventh Circuit explained the pervasive policy 
in support of this nearly unanimous holding:  
Suing The Debtor: Examining Post-Discharge Suits Against The Debtor, 83 Am. Bankr. L.J. 495 
(Summer, 2009).  (Footnotes 6 – 9 omitted.)  Underlining supplied.   
Even where a state has a No Direct Action Rule, injured parties are permitted to maintain 
actions against a discharged debtor as a nominal party and obtain a judgment to fix the liability 
of the debtor’s insurance company. The leading case in this area, Houston v. Edgeworth (In re 
Edgeworth), 993 F.2d 51, 29 Collier Bankr. Cas. 2d (MB) 306, Bankr. L. Rep. (CCH) P75, 291 
(5th Cir. Tex. 1993), concludes that continuing a tort action against an insured defendant as a 
nominal party is permitted where a direct action against the defendant insurer is not permitted:  
Section 524(a)(2) enjoins only suits "to collect, recover or offset" a debt as the "personal 
liability of the debtor," a phrase that has been interpreted to exclude merely nominal liability. 
In re Fernstrom Storage and Van Co., supra note 6.  
The foundation of this reading of §524(a)(2) is that it makes no sense to allow an insurer to 
escape coverage for injuries caused by its insured merely because the insured receives a 
bankruptcy discharge. "The 'fresh-start' policy is not intended to provide a method by which 
an insurer can escape its obligations based simply on the financial misfortunes of the insured." 
Jet Florida, 883 F.2d at 975; see Green, 956 F.2d at 33. "Such a result would be fundamentally 
wrong." Lembke, 93 Bankr. at 703.7 
Finally, allowing commencement or continuation of such actions does not inequitably burden 
the debtor. Burden there is, in the sense that attending depositions and trial may take up 
Edgeworth's time. But this is not a burden alleviated by §524 when the purpose of the suit is 
to establish Edgeworth's nominal liability in order to collect from his insurance policy.8  
Edgeworth has not asserted that he will be required to pay the costs of his defense against 
appellants' suit or that the insurance company denied coverage or is defending under a 
reservation of rights. Such threats to Edgeworth's pocketbook might require a different result 
 
18 
under §524.9 Thus, as long as the costs of defense are borne by the insurer and there is no 
execution on judgment against the debtor personally, section 524(a) will not bar a suit against 
the discharged debtor as the nominal defendant.10 
 
FN 10  Even if the insurance company denies coverage, the debtor will not be 
impermissibly burdened. If the insurance company is unwilling to defend its 
insured, the debtor may simply default, knowing that the judgment will be 
unenforceable except against the insurance company. See Jet Florida, 883 F.2d at 
976. The judgment creditor may then litigate with the insurance company.  
 
Houston v. Edgeworth (In re Edgeworth), 993 F.2d at 53-54. (Footnotes 5-9 omitted.)  
Underlining supplied. 
“[A] surety, who is secondarily liable to the obligee, is not shielded by the obligor's 
bankruptcy or section 524 injunction.” In re Jet Florida Systems, Inc., 883 F.2d 970, 973, 1989, 
Bankr. L. Rep. (CCH) P73,078, 19 Bankr. Ct. Dec. 1364.  “The bankruptcy court can affect only 
the relationships of debtors and creditor. It has no power to affect the obligations of guarantors.”  
R.I.D.C. Industrial Development Fund v. Snyder, 539 F.2d 487, 490 n.3 (5th Cir. 1976). 
[T]the provisions of 524(a) apply only with respect to the personal liability of the debtor.  
When it is necessary to commence or continue a suit against a debtor in order, for example, to 
establish liability of another, perhaps a surety, such suit would not be barred. Section 524(e) 
was intended for the benefit of the debtor but was not meant to affect the liability of third 
parties or to prevent establishing such liability through whatever means required." 3 B.R. 
Babitt, A Herzon, R. Mabely, H. Novikoff, & M. Sheinfield, Collier on Bankruptcy, §524.01 
at 524-16 (15th ed. 1987). (emphasis added) Certainly, the obligation of an insurer can be 
viewed as such a secondary liability under the provisions of section 524(e).  
In re Jet Florida Systems, Inc., 883 F .2d 970, 973 (11th Cir. 1989).  Underlining supplied. 
11 U.S.C. §524 requires a permanent injunction to be issued prohibiting the continuation of a 
civil suit against the debtor. However, the reach of 11 U.S.C. §524 is limited.11 U.S.C. 
§524 states that a discharge "operates as an injunction against . . . . continuation of an action, . 
. . . to collect, recover or offset any such debt as a personal liability of the debtor, or 
from property of the debtor . . . ." (Emphasis added.) Thus, the statutory language itself, places 
limits on the scope of the 11 U.S.C. §524 injunction. The injunction is only required when the 
continuance of a civil suit will result in efforts to collect from the debtor or his property a 
judgment award. Because the plaintiffs have agreed to seek no enforcement against him, 
neither McGraw nor his property is in any jeopardy due to the continuation of the suit. 
Consequently, the 11 U.S.C. §524 injunction can be modified.  
In re McGraw, 18 B.R. 140, 142-143, 1982, 6 Collier Bankr. Cas. 2d (MB) 257. Underlining 
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supplied.  See, also, In re Mann, 58 B.R. 953, 958, Bankr. L. Rep. (CCH) P71, 062. 
According to the plain terms of 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2) and (e), the continuation of 
litigation to establish the amount of damages for which Farmers is ultimately liable, in and of 
itself, does not violate the permanent injunction provided for by 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2).  The 
District Court’s grant of summary judgment to the contrary was erroneous. 
D. Idaho’s Public Policy Requires Cases To Continue Against Discharged Debtor-
Tortfeasors So That Tort Victims Can Collect Available Insurance. 
In granting summary judgment, the District Court relied on Pocatello Indus. Park Co. v. 
Steel West, Inc., 101 Idaho 783, 621 P.2d 399 (1980).  Order on Reconsideration, CR 623.  
Pocatello Indus. Park Co. announced the adoption of the No Direct Action Rule, the analysis of 
its general application did not include consideration of how that general rule must be applied to 
accommodate Idaho’s public policy in the event of the bankruptcy of a tortfeasor.  Clearly, 
barring continuation of this case on speculative grounds would frustrate Idaho’s public policy 
concerning its Motor Vehicle Financial Responsibility Law and the concomitant equitable 
purposes behind the Bankruptcy Act’s authorization to continue an action against a tortfeasor to 
obtain benefits under an insurance policy.  Such a holding would bar the collection of damages 
suffered in an automobile collision from a discharged debtor-tortfeasor’s insurance company in 
almost every instance, again in violation of Idaho’s public policy.   
E. The Record Does Not Support Summary Judgment In Favor Of D/R Crow. 
1. The District Court Erred In Granting Summary Judgment Based On Speculation, 
Which Effectively Amounting To “Judicial Notice” Of Facts Not In The Record. 
The grant of summary judgment may not be based on speculation.  Nield v. Pocatello 
Health Servs., 156 Idaho 802, 847, 332 P.3d 714, 759, (2014).  The District Court speculated on 
facts and factual issues discussed below as to which, even if relevant to the interpretation of 11 
U.S.C. §524(e) under the Bankruptcy Act, there is no evidence in the record and as to which no 
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judicial notice can be taken.   
In denying P/A Jackson’s motion for reconsideration the District Court continued to 
speculate as to the possible negative economic impact of the entry of a judgment against D/R 
Crow, even if the judgment could never be collected from her: 
While Plaintiff may be correct that this claim under the insurance policy may not involve a 
deductible, the fact that a judgment is entered and may have to be disclosed in the future to 
employers or creditors may have a negative economic effect on Defendant is a practical and 
common sense understanding of the impacts of any judgment entered against a party.  
Order on Reconsideration, CR 6260-627.  Such speculation is not only unwarranted under 
existing law relevant to the issues of this case but would appear to be contrary to the policies 
underlying the Idaho Rules of Evidence, Article 2 - Judicial Notice, Rule 201 -  Judicial Notice 
of Adjudicative Facts 
(d) Kinds of facts: “A judicially noticed fact must be one not subject to reasonable dispute in 
that it is either (1) generally known within the territorial jurisdiction of the trial court or (2) 
capable of accurate and ready determination by resort to sources whose accuracy cannot 
reasonably be questioned. 
The problem with the District Court’s speculations on this point and others is that to the 
extent that a court’s decision depends upon eventualities which may or may not come to pass, the 
occurrence of such eventualities are (1) “subject to reasonable dispute,” and (2) are, by 
definition, not “capable of accurate and ready determination by resort to sources whose accuracy 
cannot reasonably be questioned.”  Permitting a decision to be based upon speculation, would 
effectively eviscerate the limitations on judicial notice I.R.E. 201(d) by allowing a court to 
sidestep its requirements and simply speculate as to matters which may be factual or not.   The 




2. The District Court Erred In Granting Summary Judgment Based On Speculation 
That D/R Crow Would Suffer Negative Economic Consequences From Continuing 
This Case To Determine The Damages For Which Farmers Is Liable Under Its 
Policy. 
D/R Crow’s deposition has not been taken, and she has not filed an affidavit or 
declaration in this case.  The lack of evidence in the record that D/R Crow would suffer negative 
economic consequences from the continuation of this action is fatal to her motion for summary 
judgment. 
The debtor-appellant has produced no showing that the continuation of the civil suit would 
result in prejudice either to the bankruptcy estate or to an effective reorganization. There has 
been no showing, furthermore, that the bankruptcy estate or that the debtor-appellant would be 
liable for any judgment arising from the pending civil action. The bankruptcy court's order 
expressly prohibits Mr. Elliott, should he obtain judgment against Mr. Hardison, from 
attempting to enforce that judgment against Mr. Hardison or his estate. Mr. Elliott is left to 
enforce his judgment, if any, only against, and to the extent of, the insurance coverage provided 
by State Farm -- coverage which Mr. Hardison admits he has no equity in and in which he 
admits he has no property interest. 
Elliott v. Hardison, 25 B.R. 305, 308-309, (1982).  Underlining supplied.  Elliot is instructive on 
two points.  First, it highlights that the fundamental consideration is whether or not any judgment 
would be collected from the bankruptcy debtor-tortfeasor, as opposed to a third party.  Second, 
and equally important in this case, any attempt to get around 11 U.S.C. §524(e) requires a 
showing by the discharged debtor of negative economic consequences from having a judgment 
entered in a case continued after discharge.  Speculation about negative economic impacts is 
simply not enough; there must be proof in the record that a judgment would ultimately be 
collected from D/R Crow.  An example of harm justifying denial of the right to continue a case 
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. §524(e) is provided in In re Daniels, 493 B.R. 740, 746-747, (Bankr. N.D. 
Miss. 2013): 
This is one of those rare cases where the procedural postures of the State Court Action and the 
Receivership and the established unavailability of a third-party source of recovery lead to a 
departure from the general rule. In this case, should the Court allow the State Court Action to 
move forward, not only would the Debtor certainly bear the cost of defense, the Receivership 
has denied liability indemnity coverage as well, so there is no third party from whom the 
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Bartons may recover. Continuing the lawsuit against the Debtor, even nominally, would be an 
exercise in futility. If no third party recovery is available, then a lawsuit on a discharged debt 
may not proceed against a debtor, even nominally.   
Emphasis supplied. 
The facts in this case are easily distinguished from those in In re Daniels.  Here, as in any 
case involving an insured negligent motorist, a third-party recovery is available from the 
tortfeasor’s motor vehicle surety.  One need not speculate as to the impact of the judgment 
entered against D/R Crow.  D/R Crow will never be executed upon, other than with respect to 
her rights under the Farmers’ Policy purchased pursuant to the requirements of Idaho’s Motor 
Vehicle Financial Responsibility Act, I.C. §49-1229, et. seq. 
Even if the District Court’s “significant negative economic impact” analysis were 
permitted under  11 U.S.C. §524, there is no record upon which the District Court could do 
anything more than speculate as to the future impact on D/R Crow of a judgment that could 
never be collected from her personally.  Without that record being made by D/R Crow, the 
District Court was required to speculate as to the effect of continuing this case: 
First, there is a deductible that Defendant would have to pay if the insurance company has to 
pay a claim for this accident. Second, while the Defendant's costs of representation appear to 
be covered by her insurance company's duty to defend the insured, Defendant would still have 
to miss work to attend the jury trial and this could result in a negative economic consequence 
to Defendant. Third, if a judgment is entered against Defendant in her name, it appears 
conceded by Plaintiff that the entry of a judgment can have a negative impact on Defendant 
for purposes of explanation to future employers or creditors. Fourth, the judgment against 
Defendant could also affect Defendant's credit rating.  
Summary Judgment Decision at 12, CR 568.7  Each of these speculative conclusions will be 












addressed in order. 
3. The District Court Erred In Granting Summary Judgment Based On Speculation 
That D/R Crow’s Insurance Policy’s Bodily Injury Coverage Was Subject To A 
Deductible. 
The record does not support the District Court’s conclusion that D/R Crow will have to 
pay a deductible with respect to liability coverage.  At the time of the entry of the Summary 
Judgment Decision on April 13, 2017, the District Court had before it the declaration sheet for 
D/R Crow’s insurance policy reflecting that there was no deductible with respect to bodily injury 
coverage.  Third Declaration of Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr. Re: Pending Motions for Summary 
Judgment, (hereafter “Third Seiniger Declaration”) CR 460-485 (attached hereto as Addendum 
Exhibit 3 for the convenience of the Court), ¶7 CR 362, Exhibit M CR 471.  It is uncontroverted 
in the record that no deductible applies in this case.  Further, P/A Jackson filed a stipulation to 
apply a credit in the amount of any deductible against any judgment.  Stipulation by Plaintiff for 
Credit Against Judgment filed April 14, 2017, CR 580-581.   
On reconsideration, the District Court apparently acknowledged that it was speculating as 
to any deductible, “The Court also noted that Defendant may have to pay a deductible related to 
the claim if she was found liable.” Order on Reconsideration, CR 626.  Underlining supplied.  
Even if the Farmer’s Policy did have a deductible for bodily injury coverage, because this case 
arose before D/R Crow filed for bankruptcy, it is a matter of inference that no deductible could 
be collected from her by Farmers. Any obligation to reimburse Farmers for any deductible 











would relate back to any claim that it may have had under the Farmer’s Policy as of the time that 
Defendant filed for bankruptcy.  At most, Farmers would be entitled to deduct any deductible 
from the amount that it owes for indemnification under D/R Crow’s policy.  Even this would not 
cause D/R Crow to become personally responsible for the satisfaction of a judgment entered in 
this case. 
4. The District Court Erred In Granting Summary Judgment Based On Speculation 
That D/R Crow Would Have To Miss Work To Attend Trial, And Could Negatively 
Affect Her Future Credit And Employment. 
 In expressing the District Court’s concern about potential negative economic 
consequences for D/R Crow from having to attend trial, it assumed that she would be required to 
appear for trial.  The District Court speculated that D/R Crow might have to miss work to attend 
trial, that a judgment was entered against D/R Crow in her name “can have a negative effect on 
[D/R Crow] for purposes of explanation to future employers or creditors,” and “could also affect 
defendant’s credit rating.”  Summary Judgment Decision, CR 568.  Nothing in the record 
establishes this. 
The record does not establish that D/R Crow worked outside the home at the time of 
bringing her motion, or that she will work outside the home at the time of trial.  Even if she did, 
if having to miss work to attend relatively short personal injury trial arising out of a motor 
vehicle collision constitutes sufficient negative economic consequences to a debtor to violate the 
permanent injunction imposed by 11 U.S.C. §524(a) of the Bankruptcy Act, virtually no one 
would be able to enforce the provisions of 11 U.S.C. §524(e) permitting the continuation of 
litigation against a discharged debtor-tortfeasor to collect available insurance.  Many witnesses 
and jurors have to miss work to attend trial and while it may be inconvenient, as a matter of 
judicial policy the routine economic consequences of attendance at trial by witnesses and jurors 
must be tolerated.  The District Court’s speculation that D/R Crow might have to miss work as a 
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basis for granting summary judgment to D/R Crow not only has zero support in the record but 
granting summary judgment on that basis violates Idaho’s public policy concerning mandatory 
automobile insurance.  Indeed, because D/R Crow is precluded from relitigating liability and 
damages, she need not even appear at trial to dispute liability.  Even if D/R Crow had to pay for 
her own defense that would not provide grounds for relief under 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2): 
Even if the insurance company denies coverage, the debtor will not be impermissibly burdened. 
If the insurance company is unwilling to defend its insured, the debtor may simply default, 
knowing that the judgment will be unenforceable except against the insurance company. See 
Jet Florida, 883 F.2d at 976. The judgment creditor may then litigate with the insurance 
company.  
Houston v. Edgeworth (In re Edgeworth), 993 F.2d at 53-54.  However, there is no evidence in 
the record that D/R Crow is paying for her own defense, and surely she would have made a 
record of such if she were in support of her motion for summary judgment.  The only inference is 
that in essence she remains in this litigation as Farmers’ proxy. 
F. The District Court Erred In Concluding That State Law and Farmer’s Policy  
Preclude Continuing A Case To Determine The Extent Of Damages Owed By An 
Automobile Insurer. 
1. The District Court Became Mired Down In Theoretical Procedural Distinctions 
Misconstruing Relevant Idaho Precedent Concerning Continuing A Case Against A 
“Nominal” Party. 
The District Court erred in interpreting Idaho law to conflict with the Bankruptcy Act’s 
provision (11 U.S.C §524(e)) permitting the continuation of a lawsuit against the discharged 
debtor-tortfeasor for the limited purposes of liquidating the damages owed by her surety.  The 
District Court acknowledged that this Court has expressly permitted the continuance of a case 
against a defendant as a “nominal” party for the purpose of trial and entry of judgment in order 
that the liability of the surety could be determined and fixed.  Pigg, 79 Idaho at 245, 314 P.2d at 
615.  Summary Judgment Decision, CR 567.  However, the District Court misperceived Pigg as 
creating a new procedure not reflected in the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure.  The District Court 
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apparently read Pigg creat a procedure whereby a party to litigation was converted from a real 
party in interest to a “nominal” party and concluded that this procedure was superseded by 
Idaho’s No Direct Action Rule. 
Additionally, the Court is aware of no mechanism under Idaho law for suing a defendant 
"nominally" and then enforcing the judgment against the defendant's insurer or bringing an 
action against the defendant's insurer to collect on the judgment. … Plaintiff cites Pigg v. 
Brockman, 79 Idaho 233, 314 P.2d 609 (1957), for the proposition that such a procedure is 
permitted under Idaho law. …  
Summary Judgment Decision, CR 566.  Underlining supplied. 
 
Pigg v. Brockman, 79 Idaho 233, 314 P.2d 609 (1957) was decided well before the Supreme 
Court first recognized the no direct action rule in Pocatello Indus. Park Co. v. Steel West, Inc., 
101 Idaho 783, 621 P.2d 399 (1980). The Supreme Court stated that absent contractual 
authorization to pursue an insurer directly, "an insurance carrier cannot be sued directly and 
cannot be joined as a party defendant." Id. at 791. 
Order on Reconsideration, CR 623. 
 This is a misreading of Pigg.  Pigg merely recognizes the fact that a party from whom 
judgment cannot be collected is, in fact, a “nominal” party.  It does not create a new procedure.  
In this regard, I.R.Civ.P. 3(c) –“Designation Of Parties” continues to apply and D/R Crow 
remains the “Defendant” whether a judgment can be collected against her personally or not.  
Individuals and entities, from whom judgment cannot be collected are not barred from 
commencing an action, never mind continuing an action under I.R.Civ.P. 3(c).  For example, 
parents bring actions on behalf of minor children as their “next friend” or “Guardian ad litem.”  
Even if it were a procedural necessity to formally re-designate D/R Crow as “Jennifer Crow, 
nominally, Defendant,” which it is not, nothing in the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure precludes 
doing so; unless, as a matter of logical consistency, I.R.Civ.P.  3(c) also precludes the 
designation of parties with no direct financial interest in litigation as, for example, “next friend” 
or “Guardian ad litem.”  
Misperceiving Pigg as having created a new procedure, the District Court held that P/A 
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Jackson is barred from proceeding against D/R Crow as a “nominal party” because “I.R.C.P. 54 
does not appear to provide for the entry of a judgment against a nominal party to indicate the 
judgment is only "nominally" against an individual and really against that individual's insurance 
company.” Judgment Decision at 6, CR 569.  This is a misreading of I.R.Civ.P. 54(a)(1), which 
in pertinent part states: 
A judgment or partial judgment must begin with the words “JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS 
FOLLOWS: . . .” and it must not contain any other wording between those words and the 
caption.  
This language does not prohibit the entry of a judgment consistent with the holding in Pigg.  For 
example, a judgment could be entered entirely consistent with the foregoing provision of 
I.R.Civ.P. 54(a)(1) stating: “JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: Judgment for the 
plaintiff in the amount of $____ upon which execution may only be had against Defendant’s 
motor vehicle insurance policy.”  Presumably, this Court can fashion language more to the 
purpose of Pigg and consistent with I.R.Civ.P. 54(a)(1).  In any case, by its terms I.R.Civ.P. 
54(a)(1) does not preclude a party continuing “as a nominal party defendant for the purpose of 
trial and judgment in order that the liability of the [State's] insurer, if any, may be thus 
determined and fixed.” Pigg, 79 Idaho at 245, 314 P.2d at 616. 
a) The District Court Misinterpreted Pigg Regarding The Significance Of The Pigg 
Defendant’s Insurance Policy’s Language 
 The insurance policy at issue in Pigg stated: 
No action shall lie against the Company ... until the amount of the Insured's obligation to pay 
shall have been finally determined either by judgment against the Insured after actual trial or 
by written agreement of the Insured, the claimant and the Company.  
Any person or organization or the legal representative thereof who has secured such judgment 
or written agreement shall thereafter be entitled to recover under this policy to the extent of the 
insurance afforded by this policy.” 
 
Pigg, 79 Idaho at 245, 314 P.2d at 616. It does not expressly authorize the bringing of any action 
against the surety.  Such a right was apparently implied by the Pigg Court. Otherwise, the 
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continuance of the lawsuit against a nominal party for purposes of establishing the surety’s 
liability would have been purposeless.  The District Court noted: “Accordingly, the Pigg Court 
concluded that ‘in view of the stipulation in the policy, that the insurer cannot be sued until the 
amount of liability has been determined in an action against the insured,’ the State must continue 
as a nominal party defendant for purposes of determining liability.  (Emphasis added).” Summary 
Judgment Decision, CR 567.   
On reconsideration, the District Court had D/R Crow’s Farmers’ Policy before her, 
which contained similar provisions to those cited in Pigg:  
Section 3 – Legal Action Against Us 
We may not be sued unless there is full compliance with all the terms of this policy. We may 
not be sued under the Liability Coverage until the obligation of a person we insure to pay is 
finally determined either by judgment against that person at the actual trial or by written 
agreement of that person, the claimant and us. 
Section 7 – Bankruptcy 
We are not relieved of any obligation under this policy because of the bankruptcy or insolvency 
of any insured person. 
Order on Reconsideration, CR 624.  The District Court apparently construed these policy 
provisions in light of Pigg to prohibit suit against Farmers, effectively rendering Section 7 moot.  
Order in Reconsideration, CR 623-624.  This construction interprets these policy provisions to 
effectively state “We are not relieved of any obligation under this policy because of the 
bankruptcy or insolvency of any insured person, but, nevertheless, no one can ever sue us to 
enforce this obligation.”  Such a construction renders the language absurd.  Interpreting Idaho’s 
Motor Vehicle Financial Responsibility Law to permit such a construction would lead to absurd 
results; an interpretation that is forbidden by this Court’s precedent.  See,  Canyon County Bd. of 
Equalization v. Amalgamated Sugar Co., LLC, 143 Idaho 58, 137 P.3d 445, 449 (2006); United 
Investors Life Ins. Co. v. Severson, 143 Idaho 628, 632, 151 P.3d 824, 828, (2007).   
P/A Jackson respectfully submits that there is no effective difference between the 
relevant provisions the Pigg insurance policies and Farmer’s Policy.  Any provisions Farmers’ 
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motor vehicle insurance policies (in this case and all other cases involving a discharged debtor-
tortfeasor) prohibiting suit against it to collect judgments entered against its insureds who have 
been discharged from bankruptcy are void as against public policy under Idaho’s Motor Vehicle 
Financial Responsibility Law. 
2. Idaho Law Requires The Construction Of Farmers’ Policy’s Language As A Whole.  
The District Court found that the Farmers’ Policy language “does not provide that a third 
party can bring suit against the insurance company directly.”  Order on Reconsideration, CR 
624.  The District Court’s conclusion in this regard is based on a misinterpretation of the 
Farmer’s Policy’s provisions regarding a direct suit against it in the case of bankruptcy.  This 
Court’s prior opinions require insurance policies to be construed as a whole. Cascade Auto 
Glass, Inc. v. Idaho Farm Bureau Ins. Co., 141 Idaho 660, 663, 115 P.3d 751, 754, (2005).   “It 
is a well-known canon of statutory construction that remedial legislation is to be liberally 
construed to give effect to the intent of the legislature. State By and Through Alan G. Lance v. 
Hobby Horse Ranch Tractor and Equip. Co., 129 Idaho 565, 567, 929 P.2d 741, 743 
(1996) (citing Norman J. Singer, Sutherland Statutory Construction §60.01 at 147 (5th ed. 
1992)).” Page v. McCain Foods, Inc., 141 Idaho 342, 346, 109 P.3d 1084, 1088, (2005).  
Legislation “designed to remedy the public-safety problem” is “remedial.”  Hill v. Am. Family 
Mut. Ins. Co., 150 Idaho 619, 625-626, 249 P.3d 812, 818-819, (2011).  Insurance policies "are 
to be construed as a whole and the courts will look to the plain meaning and ordinary sense in 
which words are used in a policy." Miller v. Farmers Ins. Co. of Idaho, 108 Idaho 896, 899, 702 
P.2d 1356, 1359 (1985).    
a) The Farmers’ Policy Language Relied on by the District Court to Grant Summary 
Judgment Is Ambiguous. 
“An insurance policy provision is ambiguous if ‘it is reasonably subject to conflicting 
interpretations.’ North Pac. Ins. Co. v. Mai, 130 Idaho 251, 253, 939 P.2d 570, 572 (1997) 
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(citing City of Boise v. Planet Ins. Co., 126 Idaho 51, 55, 878 P.2d 750, 754 (1994)).”   While 
Farmers’ Policy does not expressly grant a third-party the right to sue it, it provides that “We are 
not relieved of any obligation under this policy because of the bankruptcy or insolvency of any 
insured person.”  Section 3 (Legal Action against Us) read together with Section 7 (Bankruptcy) 
are ambiguous.  The Farmer’s Policy does not state who can bring the “Legal Action Against 
Us.”  If Farmers wanted to limit legal actions against it under the policy to the insured, it could 
have simply stated: “We may not be sued by an insured unless there is full compliance with all 
the terms of this policy.”   
Rendering the Farmer’s Policy’s language even more ambiguous is the fact that suit may 
be brought after (1) the obligation of a person we insure to pay is finally determined either by 
judgment against that person at the actual trial, or (2) “by written agreement of that person, the 
claimant and us.”  How can this policy language be construed other than impliedly authorizing a 
suit against Farmers after damages are determined by written agreement with the tort victim?  
Assuming that the tort victim enters into a written settlement agreement with the tortfeasor and 
the tortfeasor’s surety, the tort victim would have an absolute right to sue for specific 
performance under the policy. 
Indeed, it may be presumed that the drafters of Farmers’ Policy provision relating to 
bankruptcy had such construction and mind.  No doubt, the drafters of the Farmer’s Policy were 
well aware of the fact that in the event of Farmers’ insured’s bankruptcy a tort victim (or 
someone standing in the tort victims shoes) would of necessity be the only persons to bring an 
action against Farmers under that policy.  It may be presumed that Farmers anticipated that any 
suit to enforce the obligation under its automobile insurance policy would of necessity be 
brought by the tort victim.  Therefore, the only reasonable interpretation of Farmers’ Policy 
requires construing its bankruptcy provision to be the functional equivalent of the policy 
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provisions permitting suit against the insurer in Pigg. 
b) This Court’s Precedent Regarding the Construction of an Ambiguous Insurance 
Policy and Public Policy Compel the Conclusion That the Farmers’ Policy 
Authorizes Suit Against Farmers to Collect P/A Jackson’s Damages. 
Because it is generally recognized that the primary object of such insurance is not the 
protection of the insured but instead the protection of innocent injured parties, the insurer under a 
compulsory insurance policy ordinarily may be joined as a defendant with the insured in an 
action by an injured third person; the rationale is that a direct or joint right is created in favor of 
the injured person against both the insured and the insurer under the laws requiring and 
controlling compulsory insurance. 7A Am. Jur. 2d Automobile Insurance §562, American 
Jurisprudence, Second Edition | February 2018 Update. 
Consistent with the qualification of the scope of the No Direct Action Rule observed by 
this court in Pocatello Indus. Park Co., Farmers’ Policy should be construed to permit the 
continuation of this action against the Farmers at this stage of the proceeding.  Alternatively, if 
an action against Farmers is barred by the No Direct Action Rule, the Farmer’s Policy, is 
subject to this Court’s in rem jurisdiction that lies where the property is located.  Brown's Tie & 
Lumber Co. v. Kirk, 109 Idaho 589 *, 710 P.2d 18, (1985).  The Farmer’s Policy was issued by 
an Idaho Corporation headquartered in Pocatello, Idaho insuring D/R Crow (Addendum Exhibit 
3, CR 471), an Idaho citizen (Complaint, ¶2, CR 14; Answer ¶2, CR 20),  
Only persons or entities with an incentive to determine to “the obligation of a person 
[Farmers] insures to pay is finally determined” under Farmers motor vehicle liability policies 
have any incentive to commence or continue a lawsuit for that purpose.  Since under the 
Farmer’s Policy, Farmers is “not relieved of any obligation under this policy because of the 
bankruptcy or insolvency of any insured person,” it is logical to construe Sections 3 and 7 of the 
Farmer’s Policy together to permit a direct action against Farmers.  Amongst those entities are 
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lien holders such as the state of Idaho through its Medicaid program or self-insured 
governmental entities with a workers compensation lien.  In any case, to affect Idaho’s public 
policy that automobile liability insurance is required to protect accident victims, this language 
must have the same effect as the provisions cited by the Pigg Court approving the continuation 
of the litigation against an immune party “nominally” to set the liability of that party’s surety.    
Furthermore, since insurance companies pick and assign defense counsel to represent 
their insureds, as in this case, there is little chance that Farmers can be sued until its insured’s 
obligation is finally determined “by written agreement of that person, the claimant and us.”  In 
the case of a bankrupt insured, Farmers has no incentive to agree in writing to determine its 
insured’s obligation. 
3. The Public Policy Behind Required Motor Vehicle Insurance Need Not Conflict 
With The Salutary Purpose Of The “No Direct Action Rule. 
Even in states permitting a direct action to be brought against the surety, the concerns 
justifying the No Direct Action Rule can be accommodated.  In Colford v. Braun Cadillac, 620 
So. 2d 780, (1993) a policyholder with underinsured motorist coverage brought suit against the 
policyholder surety and the underinsured tortfeasors under a statute permitting such direct action.  
The Fifth District Court of Appeals for Florida observed “although an underinsured motorist 
carrier may be joined as a party to the litigation after the carrier has rejected the settlement offer 
made by a tortfeasor’s liability carrier, it does not naturally follow that the jury need be apprised 
of the joinder or of the appellate availability of insurance proceeds to fund a verdict awarding 
damages.” Id. at 781.  The appellant sought review of a decision from the Circuit Court of 
Orange County (Florida) concluding that appellant was prevented from disclosing to a jury that 
underinsurance coverage was available to pay a verdict favorable to appellant. Should this Court 
not find that the issues of liability and damages in this action have been determined as a matter of 
law under the doctrine of issue preclusion, Farmers can be joined as a party to this action, but the 
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jury need not be advised of that fact, or that Farmers is liable to pay any judgment entered up to 
the bodily injury liability limits of the Farmer’s Policy. 
G. Continuation Of This Action Is Not Barred By Idaho’s No Direct Action Rule And 
The Idaho Rules Of Civil Procedure 
1. The District Court Erred in Holding That This Court’s Adoption of Idaho’s No 
Direct Action Rule Overruled Pigg. 
Conflating the analysis in Pigg with Idaho’s No Direct Action Rule, the District Court 
interpreted Pocatello Indus. Park Co. v. Steel West, Inc., 101 Idaho 783, 621 P.2d 399 (1980),  to 
have overruled Pigg, sub silentio. The District Court concluded that the No Direct Action Rule 
trumps the analysis in Pigg concerning the ability of a party to continue litigation against the 
tortfeasor as a “nominal” party for the sole purpose of establishing the amount which the 
defendant’s insurance company would owe to satisfy a judgment.  Order on Reconsideration, CR 
623-624. From this, the District Court erroneously concluded “[T]he Court agrees with 
Defendant that there is no legal authority for this Court to enter a judgment against Defendant 
since she has been discharged of her liability to Plaintiff.”  Order on Reconsideration, CR 625. 
a) The Scope of the No Direct Action Rule announced in Pocatello Indus. Park was 
limited. 
First and foremost, the facts in Pocatello Indus. Park concerning the stage of procedure at 
which an appeal was taken are highly significant with respect to the scope of the No Direct 
Action Rule and its application (1) in this case, and (2) every case in which a tort victim seeks to 
commence or continue a case against the discharged debtor-tortfeasor for the sole purpose of 
liquidating the damages for which the tortfeasor’s surety is liable up to its policy limits.  The full 
text of the relevant language in Pocatello Indus. Park is: 
It is well established that absent a contractual or statutory provision authorizing the action, an 
insurance carrier cannot be sued directly and cannot be joined as a party defendant. [Citations 
omitted.] In fact, Steel West's liability insurance policy with IIC specifically 
prohibits direct action against the insurance company. We are aware of no direct action statute 




Pocatello Indus. Park, 791, 407.  Emphasis supplied. 
b) This Court wisely limited the scope of the No Direct Action Rule in its holding in 
Pocatello Indus. Park. 
The preceding limitation of the scope of the No Direct Action Rule adopted by this Court 
is highly significant.  Limited to its facts, Pocatello Indus. Park’s No Direct Action Rule, as 
announced, prohibits a defendant’s insurance company from being added as a party in an 
ongoing case against a tortfeasor.  Indeed, this Court’s holding expressly limits the application of 
the No Direct Action Rule to the stage of the proceeding before it; that being summary judgment.  
It is apparent that this Court’s limitation of the scope of the no direct action rule was based upon 
the purpose of the rule.  In adopting the No Direct Action Rule, this Court referenced its purpose, 
citing Olokele Sugar Co. v. McCabe, Hamilton & Renny Co., 53 Haw. 69, 487 P.2d 769 (1971): 
The reasons ascribed for the rule are varied although a deep-seated reason is simply that the 
courts feel that it would not be sound public policy to permit the insurer to be joined as a 
defendant, in deference to what is believed to be a jury's tendency to find negligence or to 
augment the damages, if it thinks that an affluent institution such as an insurance company will 
bear the loss. 8 Appleman Insurance Law And Practice, §4861, at 294 (1962). 
Olokele Sugar Co. v. McCabe, Hamilton & Renny Co., 53 Haw. 69, 71-72, 487 P.2d 769, 770-
771, (1971).  This Court wisely left the question of whether or not a tortfeasor’s surety could 
ever be added as a party in an action against the tortfeasor at a subsequent stage of litigation for 
another day. 
c) The No Direct Action Rule ought not to be interpreted to require anomalous results 
contrary to Idaho’s announced public policy regarding required motor vehicle liability 
insurance.   
Considered in this light, this Court’s limitation of the applicability of the No Direct 
Action Rule to certain stages of litigation makes perfect sense.  However, once the jury has 
reached a verdict the justification for and necessity of the rule vanishes.  Absent a contractual 
provision authorizing direct suit against the surety of a bankrupt tortfeasor, or a statutory 
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provision permitting such a suit, the surety’s obligations under the policy could never be 
adjudicated.  In the light of the public policy underlying Idaho’s motor vehicle financial 
responsibility law, the possibility of such an absurd result justifies this Court’s limitation of the 
no direct action rule. 
2. Actions Against An Insured Defendant As A Nominal Party Are Permitted In States 
Which Do Not Allow Direct Actions Against The Insurer. 
D/R Crow contended, and the District Court concluded that P/A Jackson’s action was 
barred by Idaho’s No Direct Action Rule.  However, as discussed above, Courts are nearly 
unanimous in allowing suits to continue to establish damages for purposes of effectuating the 
intent of 11 U.S.C. §524(e).  See, Section IV.C.2 above at p. 16.   The foregoing supports the 
continuing justification and need for Piggs’ recognition of the policies actuating the need to 
continue litigation against a nominal party in order to liquidate the amount of damages for which 
that party’s surety is liable, after which a plaintiff should be permitted to join the “nominal” 
party’s surety in the action to collect the available insurance.  Because the District Court granted 
summary judgment to D/R Crow based upon a misunderstanding of Pigg and Idaho’s No Direct 
Action Rule, that summary judgment in favor of D/R Crow should be reversed. 
H. The District Court’s Speculative Dicta Regarding P/A Jackson’s Bankruptcy Is Not 
Supported by the Law or the Facts 
1. District Court’s Grant Of Summary Judgment To D/R Crow Relies On Speculation. 
The District Court’s based its initial grant of summary judgment to D/R Crow on the 
conclusion that the continuance of an action against a “nominal” party for purposes of liquidating 
the damages and Idaho’s No Direct Action Rule bar recovery in this case:  
[CONCLUSION]  Although there is case law from other jurisdictions indicating that the 
permanent bankruptcy injunction does not prohibit an action like the case at bar, the Court 
concludes under the circumstances of this particular case, such an action cannot be maintained 
under Idaho law. Plaintiffs request to allow the matter to proceed against Defendant as a 
"nominal" defendant is denied.  
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The Court cannot rewrite the applicable statutes and rules to allow circumvention of the no 
direct action rule and to provide for the ability to recover against a nominal defendant absent 
contractual language allowing such recovery. This penalty of foreclosing recovery to an injured 
plaintiff due to an alleged tortfeasor's bankruptcy discharge when the alleged tortfeasor has an 
identifiable asset in the form of a fully paid insurance policy is a result which must be addressed 
by the legislature, not the courts. Accordingly, Defendant's motion for summary judgment is 
granted. 
 
Summary Judgment Decision, CR 6570.  Nevertheless, ignoring relevant law and facts in the 
record, the District Court bolstered its opinions with speculative dicta on the basis of which it 
concluded that it would be inequitable for this case to continue because “[T]he fact that a 
judgment is entered and may have to be disclosed in the future to employers or creditors may 
have a negative economic effect on Defendant, … ” Order on Reconsideration, CR 625. 
2. The Bankruptcy Act Does Not Authorize The Weighing Of Equities Concerning The 
Interplay Between 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2) And 11 U.S.C. §524(e). 
The case law cited above does not support the weighing of equities to determine if the 
continuation of this action to determine the extent of P/A Jackson’s damages would violate 11 
U.S.C. §524(a).  Section 524(e) limits the court's equitable power under section 105 to order the 
discharge of the liabilities of nondebtors.  In re American Hardwoods, 885 F.2d 621, 626, 
(1989).  
The §524(a)(2) discharge injunction bars the WCAB action only if it constitutes "an action … 
to collect, recover or offset any [discharged] debt as a personal liability of the debtor." 11 
U.S.C. §524(a)(2) (emphasis supplied). The construction of this language is affected 
by §524(e), which provides that "discharge of a debt of the debtor does not affect the liability 
of any other entity on, or the property of any other entity for, such debt." 11 U.S.C. §524(e). 
This prevents us from construing §524(a)(2) in a manner that would shield another entity that 
would be liable to pay if the debtor does not. 
Ruvacalba, 287 B.R. 546, 555, 2002, Bankr. LEXIS 1561, 18-19, 40 Bankr. Ct. Dec. 196, 
(2003).  The Bankruptcy Act does not empower any court to weight equities in determining the 
right to commence or continue a state court action against a discharged debtor-tortfeasor for the 
limited purpose of collecting insurance as permitted by 11 U.S.C.  §524(e).  As a matter of 
simple logic, if a bankruptcy court cannot exercise the equitable power to discharge the liability 
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of the nondebtor after a permanent injunction arises by operation of 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2), a state 
court may not do so.  Otherwise, D/R Crow might have been able to persuade the Bankruptcy 
Judge in either P/A Jackson’s bankruptcy or her bankruptcy that any attempt to recover damages 
from Farmers should be enjoined on the grounds that she might have to incur a loss of wages as 
a result of her having to attend the trial in the bankruptcy case.  Nevertheless, the District Court 
did so in granting summary judgment on the grounds that “Plaintiff had the opportunity to pursue 
his claim when he filed for bankruptcy and chose not to do so.” Summary Judgment Decision at 
13-14, CR 569-570.   
In addition to the District Court impermissibly weighing equities in applying 11 U.S.C. 
§524(a) and 11 U.S.C.  §524(e), its conclusions regarding those equities were based on 
speculation and ignored facts in the record.  As previously pointed out, in applying these sections 
of the Bankruptcy Act the District Court weighed equitable considerations based on its 
speculations regarding the effect of a judgment obtained against D/R Crow for the limited 
purpose recognized in Pigg, a non-existant deductible, and the cost of D/R Crow’s missing work 
for trial.   
As to the District Court’s comment on the fairness of P/A Jackson allegedly not pursing 
his claim in bankruptcy, its conclusion is belied by the record.  P/A Jackson pursued his claim in 
D/R Crow’s bankruptcy, and it was allowed in the amount of $61,018.56, thereby liquidating his 
damages.  First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit S, CR 264, 272, 274, Addendum Exhibit 1.  However, 
Farmers was not a party to D/R Crow’s bankruptcy, and to recover under the Farmer’s Policy 
P/A Jackson must proceed forward with this action or file a separate action against Farmers.   
3. The District Court Impliedly Considered D/R Crow’s Affirmative Defenses Of 
Equitable Estoppel And Laches And/Or Unreasonable Delay In Granting Summary 
Judgment. 
The parties’ cross-motions for summary judgment included D/R Crow’s Second 
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Affirmative Defense of Judicial Estoppel and Third Affirmative Defense of Laches and/or 
Unreasonable Delay.8  CR 314-315.  P/A Jackson’s Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff’s 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment at CR 323-326, Addendum Exhibit 3 CR 460-485, P/A 
Jackson’s Supplemental Memorandum Re: Pending Motions for Summary Judgment, at CR 406-
415, D/R Crow’s Memorandum in Support of Defendant’s Motion for Summary Judgment, CR 
304-319.  These motions were not addressed by the District Court, which, in granting summary 
judgment based on 11 U.S.C. §524 and the No Direct Action Rule stated: “Therefore, the action 
must be dismissed and the Court need not reach Defendant's judicial estoppel and/or laches 
argument.”  Summary Judgment Decision CR 568-569.  However, a careful reading of the 
District Court’s opinions makes it clear that these affirmative defenses were effectively 
considered since the analysis required by them was used to support its decision in granting 
summary judgment.  The record before the Court required that D/R Crow’s summary judgment 
on these affirmative defenses be denied. 
In addressing D/R Crow’s motion for summary judgment, the District Court speculated 
as to many matters outside the record, and effectively granted summary judgment based in part 
D/R Crow’s affirmative defenses of equitable estoppel and laches under the guise of weighing 
the equities involved in consideration of the interplay between 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2) and 11 
U.S.C. §524(a)(2): 
[T]he Court cannot ignore that should this matter be allowed to proceed to trial, there is a 
negative economic impact on Defendant's fresh start granted under the Bankruptcy laws (that 











Plaintiff was also granted via his own bankruptcy discharge). Plaintiff had the opportunity to 
pursue his claim when he filed for bankruptcy and chose not to do so. Defendant's fresh start 
should not be prejudiced by Plaintiffs decision not to pursue the litigation before Defendant 
filed for bankruptcy. 
Summary Judgment Decision CR 569-570.  Underlining supplied.  The District Court’s 
conclusion in this regard is simply incorrect.  P/A Jackson did pursue his claim in bankruptcy 
and by virtue of the allowance of his amended proof of claim in the amount of $61,018.56, First 
Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit S, CR 272 his damages were liquidated.  First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit 
S, CR 272, Addendum Exhibit 1.  Litigating his general damages beyond what was stated in his 
Amended Proof of Claim was not economically feasible.  Third Seiniger Declaration, ¶¶9-12, 
Exhibits O, P, Q, CR 462-463, 473-485, Addendum Exhibit 3.  However, Farmers was not a 
party to that D/R Crow’s bankruptcy, and to recover under the Farmer’s Policy P/A Jackson 
must proceed forward with this action.   
The District Court also speculated that “the deductible payment under the policy [there is 
no deductible under the Farmers’ Policy’s bodily injury coverage, CR 471] and the fact a 
judgment could be entered in Defendant's name after discharge may have a real economic effect 
on Defendant and may impact the fresh start granted by her bankruptcy discharge.” Summary 
Judgment Decision, CR 568.  The District Court speculated that D/R Crow’s credit history and 
reputation could be impacted by any judgment entered against her even in a “nominal” capacity.  
Order on Reconsideration, CR 626-627.  In speculating as to these matters, all having either not 
support in or being contrary to facts the record, the District Court analyzed equitable 
considerations relevant to D/R Crow’s affirmative defenses of equitable estoppel and latches, but 
irrelevant to a proper analysis of the interplay between 11 U.S.C. §524(a)(2) and 11 U.S.C. 




I. If The Bankruptcy Act Authorizes A State Court To Weigh The Equities In 
Determining Whether An Action May Be Continued Under 11 U.S.C. §524(e) 
Without Violating 11 U.S.C. §524(A)(2), The District Court Abused Its Discretion In 
Doing So.  
1. The Standard Of Review For Abuse Of Discretion 
Assuming, without conceding, that the District Court had the discretion to weigh the 
equities involved in permitting the continuation of this action, the record does not reflect that any 
such discretion was properly exercised.   
An abuse of discretion review requires a three-part inquiry: (1) whether the lower court rightly 
perceived the issue as one of discretion; (2) whether the court acted within the boundaries of 
such discretion and consistently with any legal standards applicable to specific choices; and 
(3) whether the court reached its decision by an exercise of reason. A district court's evidentiary 
rulings will not be disturbed by this Court unless there has been a clear abuse of discretion. 
McDaniel v. Inland Northwest Renal Care Group-Idaho, LLC, 144 Idaho 219, 221-22, 159 P.3d 
856, 858-59 (2007) (internal citations omitted).   
2. The District Court Granted Summary Judgment Based Upon An Unproven 
Assumption, Without Considering Substantial Evidence The Record. 
The District Court’s reasoning that equity bars the continuation of this action by under 11 
U.S.C. §524(e) relies upon an implicit assumption that litigating his claim against D/R Crow in 
his bankruptcy would have been economically feasible, and therefore P/A Jackson’s failure to do 
so was not reached through the exercise of reason.  The District Court failed to consider evidence 
in the record of the reasons that litigating the full extent of P/A Jackson’s damages in D/R 
Crow’s bankruptcy was not economically feasible, despite the evidence in the record.  Third 
Seiniger Declaration, ¶¶9-12, CR 462-463, Addendum Exhibit 3. 
The District Court’s speculations regarding P/A Jackson’s decision not to proceed in 
bankruptcy to litigate the damages that are involved in this case fail to account for a number of 
factors relied upon by P/A Jackson’s counsel and P/A Jackson’s Bankruptcy Trustee in deciding 
to forgo that possibility and allow P/A Jackson’s cause of action against D/R Crow to revert back 
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to him by operation of law once the bankruptcy case was closed.  In bankruptcy, when the 
amount of the bankruptcy estate available for disbursement to creditors must be divided amongst 
other unsecured creditors and secured creditors, and when the bankruptcy trustee is not required 
to front any costs, but is entitled to recover the proceeds of any recovery on the tort claim up to 
the total amount of all claims in bankruptcy, litigating a relatively small tort action within the 
bankruptcy proceedings is impractical.  This is especially true when there are large subrogation 
interests such as in this case.  Those considerations are set forth in the Third Seiniger 
Declaration, ¶¶8-12, CR 462-485, Addendum Exhibit 3; Exhibits O (Seiniger letter to bankruptcy 
trustee explaining P/A Jackson’s reasons for not proceeding in bankruptcy against D/R Crow), 
CR 473-474, Exhibit P (letter to Seiniger Law putting them on notice of the city of Boise’s 
workers compensation subrogation claim under I.C. §72-223), CR 475, Exhibit Q (itemized 
statement of subrogation interest), CR 476-485.   
P/A Jackson’s counsel had hoped to proceed within P/A Jackson’s bankruptcy to recover 
something for P/A Jackson.  For that purpose, he negotiated a fee agreement with the bankruptcy 
trustee under which the proceeds of any action against D/R Crow within the bankruptcy case 
would have been split between the bankruptcy trustee and P/A Jackson, net of the city of Boise’s 
subrogation interest costs and attorney’s fees.  First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit I, Verified 
Statement of Special Counsel, CR 152-154, Addendum Exhibit 1.  However, proceeding within 
the bankruptcy case proved to be financially unfeasible from the perspective of P/A Jackson’s 
Bankruptcy Trustee Third Seiniger Declaration, ¶¶9-12, CR 462-463, Exhibits O-Q, CR 473-
485, Addendum Exhibit 3.  As stated in P/A Jackson’s counsel’s letter to Bankruptcy Trustee 
Jeremy Gugino of May 13, 2016, Trustee Gugino would not put up any costs for litigation within 
the Bankruptcy Court, there was a workers compensation subrogation lien on the case, and if the 
case were to go forward P/A Jackson would have had to put up the costs.  Bankruptcy Trustee 
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Gugino determined that it was not feasible to proceed against D/R Crow in P/A Jackson’s 
bankruptcy action because he believed (a) that the P/A Jackson’s had a partial exemption to the 
proceeds so that Trustee’s share of the proceeds would have been smaller, (b) that there were 
other liens associated with the lawsuit such as tax and medical liens, (c) that the cause of action 
in this case was “abandoned by operation of law once the case closed” on December 17, 2013, 
(d) that Trustee Gugino had a duty to efficiently administer the case and had he kept the case 
open for such a low possible return he would have been in dereliction of his duties as the trustee, 
and (e) at the time that Trustee Gugino decided to close the case, the City of Boise subrogation 
issue was still extent, and the City was not willing to negotiate on that point which rendered the 
lawsuit virtually worthless to him.  Addendum Exhibit 3, CR 462-463.9  Consequently, there is no 
economic justification for pursuing the case within either bankruptcy. 
Additionally, during the period of time that the full extent of the claim in this case could 
have been litigated in P/A Jackson’s bankruptcy (after P/A Jackson had been discharged in 
bankruptcy on June 4, 2013, First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit C, CR 140, but before D/R Crow’s 
Bankruptcy Trustee filed his final report on November 5, 2015, First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit S, 
CR 264-275) and P/A Jackson’s bankruptcy case was closed D/R Crow filed bankruptcy on 
January 18, 2014 (First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit O, CR 185) and was discharged on April 30, 
2014.  First Stacey Affidavit, Exhibit R, CR 260.  From a practical perspective, the only 
financially feasible way for P/A Jackson to proceed that was was to allow both bankruptcy cases 
to run their course and continue litigating this case when (1) P/A Jackson’s claims reverted to 









him following the close of his bankruptcy, and (2) D/R Crow’s bankruptcy closed and P/A 
Jackson’s claims were therefore no longer subject to its jurisdiction.    
3. The District Court Lacked Discretion Under 11 U.SC. §524 And Abused Its 
Discretion Under Idaho Law In Granting Summary Judgment. 
There is no indication in the record that the District Court perceived the issue of the 
fairness of permitting P/A Jackson to continue this action as one involving discretion permitted 
under Idaho law, and such discretion as it exercised was not permitted under the Bankruptcy 
Act.10  Indeed, there is no indication that the District Court appreciated and acted within the 
boundaries of any discretion under any source of authority. Under the majority of cases, the 
boundaries of that discretion are limited to the determination of whether any judgment obtained 
by P/A Jackson would be collected from D/R Crow personally.  See, Section IV.C.2 above at p. 
16.  Finally, for the reasons set forth above demonstrating the District Court’s failure to consider 
the record made by P/A Jackson and the inferences to which he is entitled in opposing a motion 
for summary judgment, it does not appear that the District Court reached its decision by an 
exercise of reason. 
V. CONCLUSION 
It is respectfully submitted that the record on appeal requires (1) the reversal of the 
summary judgment granted to D/R Crow, (2) the entry of summary judgment on liability in favor 
of P/A Jackson, and (3) remand to the District Court with instructions to enter judgment in P/A 
Jackson’s favor in the amount of $59,086.11 ($61,018.56 with credit for $1932.45 distributed in 









D/R Crow’s bankruptcy) plus interest on this liquidated amount from the date of its liquidation in 
the Bankruptcy Court (November 5, 2015, CR 257) at the rate of interest specified by I.C. §28-
22-104.  This court should instruct the District Court to enter judgment either (1) against Crow, 
in which case execution will only proceed with respect to her rights under the Farmer’s Policy, 
or (2) grant P/A Jackson’s motion to amend to include the Farmer’s Policy as a defendant and 
enter judgment against it.  This relief is appropriate because D/R Crow’s liability and P/A 
Jackson’s damages were determined by the Bankruptcy Court and under the doctrine of issue 
preclusion, D/R Crow cannot relitigate liability and damages in this case.  This case and similar 
cases involving discharged debtor-tortfeasors insured under motor vehicle liability policies in 
Idaho must be continued to give effect to Idaho’s public policy underlying its Motor Vehicle 
Financial Responsibility Act.  This relief is also appropriate because the District Court 
impermissibly based the grant of summary judgment against P/A Jackson on speculation 
regarding facts either not in the record or contrary to the undisputed facts the record.  
The District Court erred in holding that this action could not be continued action the 
limited purpose of establishing P/A Jackson’s damages so that he can recover them from 
Farmers under the Farmer’s Policy.  Continuing a case against a party who will not have to pay 
a judgment is not only permitted under Idaho law and its procedures (whether doing so involves 
using the apparently invidious nomenclature “nominal” or not), but it is required to achieve the 
“public policy of providing some protection to the general public who may be injured as a result 
of the operation of the named motor vehicle, by providing an assured fund from which a member 
of the general public may recover for at least part of his damage.”  Dullenty, supra.   
Respectfully submitted March 15, 2018. 
  
Wm Breck Seiniger, Jr.  
Attorney for P/A Jackson 
000152ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 13-00189-TLM Doc 46-2 Filed 06/28/13 Entered 06/28/13 09:38:38 Desc 
verified statement Page 1 of 3 
Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Trustee 
Jeremy J. Gugino 
410 S Orchard St., Suite 144 
Boise, ID 83705 
(208) 342-1590 
gugino@cableone.net 
IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO 
ln the matter of: ) CHAPTER 7 
) 
JACKSON, KERMIT CHARLES 
JACKSON, RHONDA KAY 
) Case No.: 13-00189-TLM 
) 
) VERIFIED STATEMENT OF 
) SPECIAL COUNSEL Debtor(s) 
) 
Pursuant to Fed. R. Bankr. P. 2014, the undersigned, William Breck Seiniger, Jr. ofSeiniger 
Law Offices, PA ("Special Counsel") deposes and says: 
I. Name and address. That the undersigned Special Counsel is licensed to do business in and 
for the state of Idaho, and that it has provided the following infonnation to the Chapter 7 Trustee in 
this case: 
1. Name: William Breck Seiniger Jr. 
ii. Address: 942 Myrtle Street, Boise, ID 83702 
iii. Phone number: (208) 345-1000 
2. Employment and Compensation. That Special Counsel understands that its employment 
by the Chapter 7 Trustee is subject to bankruptcy court approval, and that even if authorized by the 
bankruptcy court to be employed by the Chapter 7 Trustee pursuant to the contract attached to the 
Chapter 7 Trustee's application, Special Counsel's compensation shall still be subject to bankruptcy 
court approval and that the bankruptcy court may choose to reduce or limit Special Counsel's 
compensation depending upon the facts and circumstances. Thus, Special Counsel agrees to keep a 
VERIFIED STATEMENT OF SPECIAL COUNSEL 13-00189 TI.M • 1 
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Case 13-00189-TLM Doc 46-2 Filed 06/28/13 Entered 06/28/13 09:38:38 Desc 
verified statement Page 2 of 3 
general diary or ledger as to Special Counsel's activities, services rendered, and costs incurred in 
perfonning its professional legal services. Special Counsel further acknowledges that it cannot 
charge or accept any compensation other than that stated in the application for employment, unless 
the U.S. Bankruptcy Court specifically approves of the charge or modification in an order executed 
prior to imposition of such charge or receipt of such compensation. 
3. Disinterested Person. That to the best of Special Counsel's knowledge and belief, Special 
Counsel has no connection with the Debtor, with any creditors of the bankruptcy estate, any other 
party in interest, their respective attorneys and accountants, the U.S. Trustee, or any person 
employed in the office of the U.S. Trustee in relation to this bankruptcy proceeding, EXCEPT AS 
FOLLOWS: The special counsel was retained to represent debtor Kennit Jackson on October 30, 
2008 to represent him with respect to a workers compensation claim relating to an automobile 
collision pursuant to a contingent fee agreement. The undersigned attempted to negotiate a 
settlement with respect to Mr. Jackson's third-party claim but was not able to do so. Suit was filed 
against the negligent driver on August 5, 2010 in the District Court for Ada County, Idaho in case 
number CV PI IO 15546. That case is still pending. 
Boise CitY. has a subrogation interest in Ada County case number CV Pl IO 15546 arising 
out of payment bY. it of workers comQensation benefits. If a proved, the undersigned will represent 
both the bankruP.tC}'. estate of the debtors herein and Mr. Jackson, as well as Boise City's 
subrogation interest in Ada Count}'., Idaho case number CV PI 101 SS46. It is t S cial Counsel's 
understanding that the Bankruptcy Trustee and Mr. Jackson have agreed to divide the (!roceeds of. 
anr. settlement or judgment between them, after taking into consideration subrogation interest of 
Boise City. Conse uently, ~ ecial Counsel continues to have a relationship with debtor Kermit 
Charles Jackson but one that is been fully disclosed to the Bankru(!tcy Trustee and the Court. 
VERIFIEDSTATEMENTOFSPECIALCOUNSEL 13--0018911.M -2 
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lN ADDITION, SPECIAL COUNSEL AGREES TO WAIVE ANY AND ALL CLAIMS TO 
COSTS AND EXPENSES THAT ACCRUED PRIOR TO THE DATE THE DEBTORS FILED 
FOR BANKRUPTCY, OTHER THAN THOSE COSTS WHICH MAY BE OWED ON A PRO 
RA TA BASIS BY BOISE CITY IF THERE IS A RECOVERY IN ADA COUNTY, IDAHO 
CASE NUMBER CV Pl l O t 5546. 
Verification by Special Counsel. That Special Counsel acknowledges that Jeremy J. Gugino, the 
duly appointed, qualified and acting Chapter 7 Trustee for the property, assets, and bankruptcy 
estate of the above-named Debtor, has prepared an application to employ Special Counsel 
requesting the court to approve the employment of Special Counsel to represent the Chapter 7 
Trustee in this matter, and that Special Counsel has read the application, knows the contents thereof, 
and acknowledges that the facts stated are true and correct to the best of its knowledge, information, 
and belief. 
DA TED June 26, 2013. 
Seiniger Law Offices, PA 
By: William Breck Seiniger Jr. 
Special Counsel 
C:d.- V. Lf J:3::;;{_ 
Cade D. Woolstenhulme 
Notary Public for Idaho. 
Residing in Nampa, Idaho 
My commission expires: September 25, 2018 
VERIFIED ST A TEMENT OF SPECIAL COUNSEL I HlOl 8911.M • 3 
000185ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 1 Filed 01/18/14 Entered 01/18/1418:29:43 Desc Main 
Ill (OffidA' li'nrm 1\fnd/t'l\ Document Page 1 of 51 
United States Bankruptcy Court Voluntary Petition District of Idaho 
Name of Debtor (if individual, enter Last, First, Middle): Name of Joint Debtor (Spouse) (Last, First, Middle): 
Crow, John Patrick Crow, Jennifer Jo 
All Other Names used by the Debtor in the last 8 years 
(include married, maiden, and trade names): 
All Other Names used by the Joint Debtor in the last 8 years 
(include married, maiden, and trade names): 
DBA Walking J, a part-time hobby business 
Last four digits of Soc. Sec. or Individual-Taxpayer 1.0. (ITIN)/Complete EIN 
(i state all} 
Last four digits of Soc. Sec. or Individual-Taxpayer 1.0. (ITIN) No./Complete EIN 
(if
Street Address of Debtor (No. and Street, City, and State): St int Debtor (No. and Street, City, and State): 
1211 E. Bannock Street 1211 E. Bannock Street 
Boise, ID Boise, ID 
ZIP Code ZIP Code 
I 83712 I 83712 
County of Residence or of the Principal Place of Business: County of Residence or of the Principal Place of Business: 
Ada Ada 
Mailing Address of Debtor (if different from street address): Mailing Address of Joint Debtor (if different from street address): 
ZIP Code ZIP Code 
I I 
Location of Principal Assets of Business Debtor 
(if different from street address above): 
Type of Debtor Nature of Business Chapter of Bankruptcy Code Under Which 
(Fonn of Organization) (Check one box) (Check one box) the Petition Is Filed (Check one box) 
a Individual (includes Joint Debtors) D Health Care Business a Chapter? 
See Exhlb/1 Don pog• 2 oft/,/s form. D Single Asset Real Estate as defined D Chapter9 D Chapter 15 Petition for Recognition D Corporation (includes LLC and LLP) in 11 U.S.C. § IOI (518) 0 Chapter 11 ofa Foreign Main Proceeding D Partnership D Railroad D Chapter 12 D Chapter 15 Petition for Recognition 
D Other (If debtor is not one of the above entities. D Stockbroker D Chapter 13 ofa Foreign Nonmain Proceeding check this box and state type of entity below.) D Commodity Broker 
D Clearing Bank 
Chapter 15 Debtors D Other Nature of Debts 
Country of debtor's center of main interests: Tax-Exempt Entity (Check one box) 
(Check box. if applicable) • Debts arc primarily consumer debts. D Debts are primarily 
Each country in which a foreign proceeding D Ocb1or is a tax-exempt oq;anizarion defined in 11 U.S.C. § 101(8) as business debts. 
by, regarding, or against debtor is pending: under Title 26 of the Uni1ed States "incurred by an individual primarily for 
Code (the Internal Revenue Code). a persona~ family, or household purpose." 
Filing Fee (Check one box) Check one box: Chapter 11 Debtors 
• Full Filing Fee a"achcd D Debtor is a small bu.sincss debtor as defined in II U.S.C. § IO 1(5 I 0). 
D Filing Fee to be paid in installments (applicable to individuals only). Must D 
Debtor is nota small business debtor as defined in 11 U.S.C. § 101(5 ID). 
Check if: 
a"ach signed applica1ion for the court's consideration certifying that the D Debtor's aggregate noncontingent liquidated debts ( excluding debts owed to insiders or affiliates) debtor is unable to pay fee except in insLallments. Rule 1006(b). See Official 
Form 3A. arc less than $2,490,925 (amount subject to adjus/111e11/ 011 ./10//16 and every three year$ lhereafier). 
D Filing Fee waiver requested (applicable to chapter 7 individuals only). Must 
Check all applicable boxes: 
D A plan is being filed with this petition. 
attach signed application for the coon's consideration. Sec Official Form 38. D Acceptances of the plan were solicited prepetilion from one or more classes of creditors, 
in accordance with 11 U.S.C. § I 126(b). 
StatisticaVAdministrative Information THIS SPACE IS FOR COURT USE ONLY 
D Debtor estimates that funds will be available for distribution to unsecured creditors. 
• Debtor estimates that, after any exempt property is excluded and administrative expenses paid, 
there will be no funds available for distribution to unsecured creditors. 
Estimated Number of Creditors • D D D D D D D D D 1. SO- 100- 200. 1.000- 5,001- 10,001- 25,001- 50,001- OVER 
49 99 199 999 S,000 10,000 25,000 S0.000 100,000 100,000 
Estimated Assets 
D D. • D D D D D D D SO to Sl-0,00110 $100,00110 $500,001 $1,000,001 $10,000,001 SS0,000,001 $100,000,001 $500,000,001 M0<cth>n 
SS0,000 $100,000 Sl-00,000 10SI toSIO 10SS0 10$100 to SSOO 10Sl billion SI billion 
million million million million million 
Estimated Liabilities 
D D • D D D D D D D SO to $50,001 lo SI00,001 to $500,001 $1,000,001 $10,000,001 $50,000,001 $100,000,001 SS00,000,001 More lhan 
$50,000 $100,000 $500,000 to SI 10SIO toS50 10$100 to $500 10SI billion SI billion 
million million million million million . . 
000186ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 1 Filed 01/18/14 Entered 01/18/1418:29:43 Desc Main 
Bl (Official Form 1)(04/13) Document Page 2 of 51 Pa2e2 
Voluntary Petition Name ofDebtor(s): 
Crow, John Patrick 
(I'his page must he completed and filed in every case) Crow, Jennifer Jo 
All Prior Bankruptcy Cases Filed Within Last 8 Years (If more than two, attach additional sheet) 
Location Case Number: Date Filed: 
Where Filed: - None -
Location Case Number: Dale Filed: 
Where Filed: 
Pending Bankruptcy Case Filed by any Spouse, Partner, or Affiliate of this Debtor (If more than one, attach additional sheet) 
Name of Debtor: Case Number: Date Filed: 
- None -
District: Relationship: Judge: 
Exhibit A Exhibit B 
(To be completed if debtor is an individual whose debts arc primarily consumer debts.) 
(To be completed if debtor is required to file periodic reports (e.g., I, the attorney for the petitioner named in the foregoing petition, declare that I 
forms IOK and IOQ) with the'Securities and Exchange Commission have informed the petitioner that [he or she] may proceed under chapter 7, 11, 
pursuant to Section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 12, or 13 of title 11 , United States Code, and have explained the relief available 
and is requesting relief under chapter I 1.) under each such chapter. I further certify that I delivered to the debtor the notice required by 11 U.S.C. §342(b). 
D Exhibit A is attached and made a part of this petition. X Isl Ste~hen W French Janua!:Y 18, 2014 
Signature of Attorney for Debtor(s) (Date) 
Stephen W French 
Exhibit C 
Does the debtor own or have possession of any properiy that poses or is alleged to pose a threat of imminent and identifiable harm to public health or safety? 
D Yes, and Exhibit C is attached and made a pan of this petition . 
• No. 
Exhibit D 
(f o be completed by every individual debtor. If a joint petition is filed, each spouse must complete and attach a separate Exhibit D.) . 
• Exhibit D completed and signed by the debtor is attached and made a part of this petition. 
If this is a joint petition: 
• Exhibit D also completed and signed by the joint debtor is attached and made a part of this petition. 
Information Regarding the Debtor - Venue 
(Check any applicable box) 
• Debtor has been domiciled or has had a residence, principal place of business, or principal assets in this District for 180 days immediately preceding the date of this petition or for a longer part of such 180 days than in any other District. 
D There is a bankruptcy case concerning debtors affiliate, general partner, or partnership pending in this District. 
D Debtor is a debtor in a foreign proceeding and has its principal place of business or principal assets in the United States in 
this District, or has no principal place of business or assets in the United States but is a defendant in an action or 
proceeding [in a federal or state court] in this District, or the interests of the parties will be served in regard to the relief 
sought in this District. 
Certification by a Debtor Who Resides as a Tenant of Residential Property 
(Check all applicable boxes) 
D Landlord has a judgment against the debtor for possession of debtors residence. (If box checked, complete the following.) 
(Name of landlord that obtained judgment) 
(Address of landlord) 
D Debtor claims 'that under applicable nonbankruptcy law, there are circumstances under which the debtor would be permitted to cure 
the entire monetary default that gave rise to the judgment for possession, after the judgment for possession was entered, and 
D Debtor has included with this petition the deposit with the court of any rent that would become due during the 30-day period 
after the filing of the petition. 
D Debtor certifies that he/she has served the Landlord with this certification. (11 U.S.C. § 362(1)). 
000187ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 1 Filed 01/18/14 Entered 01/18/14 18:29:43 Desc Main 
Bl (Official Form 1)(04/13) Document Page 3 of 51 PueJ 
Voluntary Petition Name ofDebtor(s): 
Crow, John Patrick 
(This page must be completed and filed in every case) Crow, Jennifer Jo 
Signatures 
Signature(s) of Debtor(s) (Individual/Joint) Signature of a Foreign Representative 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the information provided in this I declare under penalty of perjury that the information provided in this petition 
petition is true and correct. is true and correct, that I am the foreign representative of a debtor in a foreign 
[If petitioner is an individual whose debts are primarily consumer debts and proceeding, and that I am authorized to file this petition. 
has chosen to file under chapter 7] I am aware that I may proceed under 
(Check only one box.) chapter 7, 11, 12, or 13 of title II, United States Code, understand the relief 
available under each such chapter, and choose to proceed under chapter 7. O I request relief in accordance with chapter 15 of title l I. United States Code. 
[If no attorney represents me and no bankruptcy petition preparer signs the Certified copies of the do<:uments required by 11 U.S.C. §1515 are attached. 
petition] I have obtained and read the notice required by 11 U.S.C. §342(b). O Pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 151 1, I request relief in accordance with the chapter 
I request relief in accordance with the chapter of title 11, United States Code, of title 11 specified in this petition. A certified copy of the order granting 
specified in this petition. recognition of the foreign main proceeding is attached. 
X Isl John Patrick Crow X Signature ofForeign Representative 
Signature of Debtor John Patrick Crow 
X Isl Jennifer Jo Crow Printed Name ofForeign Representative 
Signature of Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow 
Date 
Telephone Number (If not represented by attorney) Signature of Non-Attorney Bankruptcy Petition Preparer 
Janua~ 18, 2014 
I declare under penalty of perjury that: (I) I am a bankruptcy petition 
Date preparer as defined in 11 U.S.C. § 11 O; (2) I prepared this document for 
Signature of Attorney"' 
compensation and have provided the debtor with a copy of this document 
and the notices and information required under 11 U.S.C. §§ 1 IO(b), 
J JO(h), and 342(b); and, (3) if rules or guidelines have been promulgated 
X Isl Ste~hen W French pursuant to l l U.S.C. § l lO(h) setting a maximum fee for services 
Signature of Attorney for Debtor(s) 
chargeable by bankruptcy petition preparers, I have given the debtor notice 
of the maximum amount before preparing any document for filing for a 
Ste~hen W French debtor or accepting any fee from the debtor, as required in that section. 
Printed Name of Attorney for Debtor(s) 
Official Form 19 is attached. 
Ste~hen W French Law Offices 
Printed Name and title, if any, of Bankruptcy Petition Preparer Finn Name 
2304 N Cole Rd Suite A 
Boise, ID 83704 Social-Security number (If the bankrutpcy petition preparer is not 
an individual, state the Social Security number of the officer, 
principal, responsible person or partner of the bankruptcy petition 
Address preparer.)(Required by 11 U.S.C. § 110.) 
208-321-7373 Fax: 208-321-0743 
Telephone Number 
Janua!}'. 18, 2014 
Address 
Date 
•In a case in which § 707(b)(4)(D) applies, this signature also constitutes a X certification that the attorney has no knowledge after an inquiry that the 
information in the schedules is incorrect. 
Signature of Debtor (Co rporation/Partnership) 
Date 
Signature of bankruptcy petition preparer or officer, principal, responsible 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the information provided in this person.or partner whose Social Security number is provided above. 
petition js true and correct, and that I have been authorized to file this petition 
Names and Social-Security numbers of all other individuals who prepared or on behalf of the debtor. 
The debtor requests relief in accordance with the chapter of title l l , United 
assisted in preparing this document unless the bankruptcy petition preparer is 
not an individual: 
States Code, specified in this petition. 
X 
Signature of Authorized Individual 
Printed Name of Authorized Individual. 
If more than one person prepared this document, attach additional sheets 
conforming to the appropriate official form for each person. 
A bankruptcy petition preparer'sfailure to comply with the provisions of 
Title of Authorized Individual title I I and the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure may result in fines or imprisonment or both. I I U.S.C. §I 10; 18 U.S.C. §/56. 
Date 
000207ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 1 Filed 01/18/14 Entered 01/18/14 18:29:43 Desc Main 
B6F (Ollicial Form 6F) ( 12/07) - Cont 
In re John Patrick Crow, 
Jennifer Jo Crow 
Document Page 23 of 51 
Case No. ___________ _ 
Debtors 
SCHEDULE F - CREDITORS HOLDING UNSECURED NONPRIORITY CLAIMS 
(Continuation Sheet) 
CREDITOR'S NAME, C Husband, V'llle. Jolnl. or Community C u D 0 0 N I 
MAil..ING ADDRESS ~ H N L s 
INCLUDING ZIP CODE, DATE CLAIM WAS INCURRED AND T I 
p 
8 w CONSIDERATION FOR CLAIM. IF CLAIM I Q u AND ACCOUNT NUMBER T J N u T AMOUNT OF CLAIM 
(See instructions above.) ~ C IS SUBJECT TO SETOFF, SO STATE. G I E E D D 
N A 
Account No. 2013 T T E 
medical D 
Jhon R. Hall 
13176 W. Persimmon Ln. C 
Boise, ID 83713 
600.00 
Account No. da,riages arising out of car wreck 
Kermit Jackson 
c/o Breck Seinlger. C 
942 Myrtle St 
Boise, ID 83702 
Unknown 
Account No. damages arising out of car wreck 
l~ it Jackson 
C 
1




Account No. collections for Cahse #7945 
LTD Financial 
7322 Southwest Frwy C 
#1600 
Houston, TX 77074 
28,692.35 
Account No. #3216 2013 
Macy's 
3461 Harry S. Truman Blvd. C 
Saint Charles, MO 63301 
235.95 
Sheet no. _3_ of_5 __ sheets attached to Schedule of Subtotal 
29,328.30 
Creditors Holding Unsecured Nonpriority Claims (Total of this page) 
Software Copyright (c) 1996-2013 - Best Case. LLC -www.bestcase.com Best Case Bankruptcy 
000253ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
CM/ECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court Page 1 of 7 
CLOSED 
U.S. Bankruptcy Court 
District of Idaho [LIVE) (Boise) 
Bankruptcy Petition#: 14-00080-JDP 




Debtor disposition: Standard Discharge 
Joint debtor disposition: Standard Discharge 
Debtor 
John Patrick Crow 
1211 E Bannock Street 
Boise, ID 83712 
ADA-ID 
SSN / ITIN
dba Walking J, a part-time hobby business 
Joint Debtor 
Jennifer Jo Crow 
1211 E Bannock Street 




Noah G. Hillen 
P.O. Box 6538 




Washington Group Central Plaza 
720 Park Blvd, Ste 220 
Boise, ID 83712 
208-334-1300 
Filing Date # 
Date filed: 01/18/2014 
Date terminated: 05/09/2016 
Debtor discharged: 04/30/2014 
Joint debtor discharged: 04/30/2014 
341 meeting: 02/20/2014 
Deadline for objecting to discharge: 04/21/2014 
represented by Stephen W French 
2304 N Cole Rd Ste A 
Boise, ID 83 704 
(208) 321-7373 
Email: frencbbkctdocs@gmail.com 
represented by Stephen W French 
(See above for address) 
represented by Noah G. Hillen 
P.O. Box 6538 
Boise, ID 83707 
208-297-5774 
Fax : 208-297-5224 
Email: ngh@hilJenlaw.com 
represented by David Wayne Newman 
OFFICE OF THE US TRUSTEE US 
DEPT 
720 Park Blvd., Ste. 220 
Boise, ID 83712 
(208) 334-1300 
Email: ustp.regionl 8.bs.ecf(a),usdoj .gov 
Docket Text 
Exhibit Q 
I • 1 • IY-,,,.1 .T,, • 11nnl"'\.1111 A ............. .. """"\""1 T 1 I"\ 1 ~,,-..1 11"\l'\1 / 
000254ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
CM/ECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court Page 2 of7 
01/18/2014 l Chapter 7 Voluntary Petition. Fee Amount $306 Filed 
(51 pgs) by John Patrick Crow, Jennifer Jo Crow (French, 
Stephen) 
2 Meeting of Creditors with 341(a) meeting to be held 
(3 pgs; 2 docs) on 02/20/2014 at 10:00 AM at United States Trustee 
Office - Boise. Objections for Discharge due by 
01/18/2014 04/21/2014. (French, Stephen) 
3 Social Security Statement(SEALED) Filed by Joint 
Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, Debtor John Patrick Crow. 
01/18/2014 (French, Stephen) 
1 Disclosure of Compensation by Stephen W French 
(1 pg) Filed by Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, Debtor John 
01/18/2014 Patrick Crow. (French, Stephen) 
5 Chapter 7 Statement of Current Monthly Income and . (8 pgs) Means Test Calculation - Form B22A Filed by Joint 
Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, Debtor John Patrick Crow. 
01/18/2014 (French, Stephen) 
6 Receipt of Voluntary Petition (Chapter 7)(14-00080) 
[misc,volp7] ( 306.00) Filing Fee. Receipt number 
4833026. Fee amount 306.00. (re: Doc# l) (U.S. 
01/19/2014 Treasury) 
1 Certificate of Credit Counseling Filed by Debtor John 
01/20/2014 (1 pg) Patrick Crow. (French, Stephen) 
~ Certificate of Credit Counseling Filed by Joint Debtor 
01/20/2014 (1 pg) Jennifer Jo Crow. (French, Stephen) 
2 Exhibits filed List of Household Goods and 
(1 pg) Furnishings Filed by Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, 
Debtor John Patrick Crow (RE: related document(s)l 
01/20/2014 Voluntary Petition (Chapter 7)). (French, Stephen) 
10 Statement of Domestic Support Obligations Filed by 
01/20/2014 (1 pg) Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow. (French, Stephen) 
11 Statement of Domestic Support Obligations Filed by 
01/20/2014 (1 pg) Debtor John Patrick Crow. (French, Stephen) 
01/20/2014 ll Signature page(s) Filed by Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo 
(4 pgs) Crow, Debtor John Patrick Crow (RE: related 
• •• II r.: .11. ___ ___ _ _. _____ , __ ; i..:~/T\1,+D ... t.-.l'JQ01Lltltl] '.l]]2'.l21 T Q] 7/211?0]6 
000255ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
CM/ECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court Page 3 of7 
document(s)l Voluntary Petition (Chapter 7)). 
(French, Stephen) 
.Ll. Employee Income Records (SEALED) Filed by Joint 
01/20/2014 Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow. (French, Stephen) 
Con-ective Action: Attached pdf is actually the 
Statement of Domestic Support Obligations not 
Exhibits as described. (RE: related document(s).2. 
Exhibit filed by Debtor John Patrick Crow, Joint 
Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow) Corrective Action due by 
01/21/2014 1/27/2014. (nl) 
l.:!: 
01/21/2014 (2 pgs; 2 docs) Income Tax Turnover Order (nl) 
.Ll. Exhibits filed List of Household Goods and 
(1 pg) Furnishings Filed by Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, 
Debtor John Patrick Crow (RE: related document(s)l 
Voluntary Petition (Chapter 7), Corrective Entry). 
01/21/2014 (French, Stephen) 
12 Employee Income Records (SEALED) Filed by 
01/21/2014 Debtor John Patrick Crow. (French, Stephen) 
17 BNC Certificate of Mailing - Meeting of Creditors 
01/24/2014 (4 pgs) Notice Date 01/24/2014. (Admin.) 
~ BNC Certificate of Mailing - Ch.7/13 Income Tax 
01/24/2014 (2 pgs) Turnover Order Notice Date 01/24/2014. (Adrnin.) 
19 Creditor Request for Notice (Recovery Mgmt Systems 
02/02/2014 (1 pg) Corp, RSingh) 
20 Financial Management Course Certification (Form 
(2 pgs) 23) Filed by Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, Debtor 
02/18/2014 John Patrick Crow. (French, Stephen) 
21 Notice of Change of Address PayPal Bill Me Later. 
(1 pg) Filed by Joint Debtor Jennifer Jo Crow, Debtor John 
02/21/2014 Patrick Crow. (French, Stephen) 
22 341(a) Meeting Minutes - Debtor Present. (Hillen, 
02/21/2014 (1 pg) Noah) 
02/24/2014 ')" __ 1 Notice of Change of Address American Coradius, 
(1 pg) Boise Anesth/M2, YMCA. Filed by Joint Debtor 
• , , 11 •• r ~ .11- -- - - _ __ _._ _____ , _ _ ; 1..:-/r\l,4.D-~ -1000111 A Al "2 LL'l1'l~~~1 0 1 '1 I'} 1 no J t; 
000256ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
CM/ECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court Page 4 of 7 
Jennifer Jo Crow, Debtor John Patrick Crow. (French, 
Stephen) 
24 Reaffirmation Agreement Between Debtor and Icon 
(10 pgs) Credit Union (Icon Credit Union) Modified on 
03/04/2014 3/4/2014 (tw) nar. 
25 Reaffirmation Agreement Between Debtor and Wells 
(11 pgs) Fargo Bank, N.A. (Wells Fargo Home Mortgage, 
03/10/2014 AlMoss) Modified on 3/10/2014 (tw) nar. 
26 Trustee's Notice of Assets & Notice to Creditors Filed 
(3 pgs; 2 docs) by Trustee Noah G. Hillen. Claims due by 
06/11/2014 .Proofs of Claim due by 6/ 1 l /2014. 
03/13/2014 (Hillen, Noah) 
27 BNC Certificate of Mailing - Notice of Assets Notice 
03/16/2014 (4 pgs) Date 03/16/2014. (Admin.) 
28 Order Discharging Both Debtors Signed on 4/30/2014 
04/30/2014 (3 pgs; 2 docs) (RE: related document(s).2_ Meeting (Chapter 7)). (tw) 
29 BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order of Discharge. 
05/02/2014 (4 pgs) Notice Date 05/02/2014. (Ad.min.) 
30 Request to the Trustee to provide an update on case 
11/17/2014 status. Status request due date 12/17/2014. (tw) 
ll Notice of Sale of Personal Property Filed by Trustee 
(4 pgs; 2 docs) Noah G. Hillen. Trustee Motion to Sell due 
11/20/2014 12/15/2014. (Hillen, Noah) 
32 Status Report Filed by Trustee Noah G. Hillen. 
11/20/2014 (3 pgs) (Hillen, Noah) 
33 BNC Certificate of Mailing- Notice of Sale Notice 
11/22/2014 (5 pgs) Date 11/22/2014. (Admin.) 
34 Trustee's Report of Sale Filed by Trustee Noah G. 
(2 pgs) Hillen (RE: related docurnent(s)Jl Notice of Sale). 
12/30/2014 (Hillen, Noah) 
35 Request to the Trustee to provide an update on case 
05/04/2015 status. Status request due date 6/3/2015. (tw) 
36 Status Report Second Report Filed by Trustee Noah 
06/03/2015 (3 pgs) G. Hillen. (Hillen, Noah) 
000257ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
CM/ECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court Page 5 of7 
09/18/2015 37 Request to the Trustee to provide an update on case 
status. Status request due date 10/19/2015. (tw) 
38 Status Report Filed by Trustee Noah G. Hillen. 
09/18/2015 (2 pgs) (Hillen, Noah) 
39 Chapter 7 Trustee's Final Report filed on behalf of 
(12 pgs) Trustee. The United States Trustee has reviewed the 
Chapter 7 Trustee's Final Report. Filed by US Trustee. 
11/05/2015 (Fleener, Debora) 
40 Addendum/Supplement Filed by Trustee Noah G. 
(2 pgs) Hillen (RE: related document(s)39 UST Filing -
11/05/2015 Trustee's Final Report (TFR)). (Hillen, Noah) 
il Chapter 7 Trustee's Notice of Final Report and 
(5 pgs; 2 docs) Application for Compensation Filed by Trustee Noah 
G. Hillen (RE: related document(s)39 Chapter 7 
Trustee's Final Report filed on behalf of Trustee. The 
United States Trustee has reviewed the Chapter 7 
Trustee's Final Report. Filed by US Trustee.). (Hillen, 
Noah) Modified on 11/9/2015 to add: Objections to 
11/05/2015 Trustee's Report due 12/01/2015 (tw). 
42 BNC Certificate of Mailing - Notice of Trustee's Final 
(6 pgs) Report and Application for Compensation (NFR) 
11/07/2015 Notice Date 11/07/2015. (Admin.) 
Notification by the Clerks Office: Deadline added 
and docket text modified to add "Objections to 
Trustee's Report due 12/01/2015" to reflect date of 
service on the BNC Certificate of Mailing, plus 3 
days for mailing. No further action is required. 
(RE: related document(s)ll Notice of Trustee's Final 
Report and Application for Compensation (NFR) filed 
by Trustee Noah G. Hillen, 42 BNC Certificate of 
Mailing - Notice of Trustee's Final Report and 
11/09/2015 Application for Compensation (NFR)) (tw) 
43 Order of Distribution for Noah G. Hillen, Trustee 
(I pg) Chapter 7, Fees awarded: $478.84, Expenses awarded: 
$15.46; Awarded on 12/2/2015 Signed on 12/2/2015 
(RE: related document(s)39 UST Filing - Trustee's 
12/02/2015 Final Report (TFR)). (tw) 
03/14/2016 Receipt of Turnover of Funds - $1932.45 by IP. 
Receipt Number 62410. (admin) (Entered: 
03/15/2016) 
7/") 1 /")()1,< 
000258ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
CM/ECF LIVE- U.S. Bankruptcy Court Page 6 of7 
44 Turnover of Funds of Kermit Jackson c/o Breck 
(1 pg) Seiniger in the amount of$ 1932.45 Filed by Trustee 
03/14/2016 Noah G. Hillen . (tw) (Entered: 03/15/2016) 
45 Trustee's Final Account and Distribution ReP,ort 
(15 pgs) (TDR) Filed by U.S. Trustee US Trustee. (Newman, 
05/06/2016 David) 
46 1prder Approving Trustee's Final Account and 
(2 pgs; 2 docs) I Distribution Report, Discharging Trustee and Closin 
05/09/20 16 @ie Case Signed on 5/9/2016. (tw) 
47 BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order Approving 
(2 pgs) Trustee's Final Account and Distribution Report, 
Discharging Trustee and Closing the Case Notice 
05/11/2016 Date 05/11/2016. (Ad.min.) 
48 Please disregard. Counsel was instructed to file with 
finance. SEALED by the Court. - Motion to Release 
Funds from Court Registry Filed by Creditor Kermit 
Charles Jackson (Seiniger, Wm) Modified on 
05/16/2016 5/17/2016 (tw). 
49 See 50 for an amended Motion to Seal (RE: related 
(1 pg) document(s)48 Motion to Release Funds). Filed by 
Creditor Kermit Charles Jackson (Seiniger, Wm) 
05/16/2016 Modified on 5/17/2016 (tw). 
50 Amended Motion to Seal (RE: related document(s)49 
(1 pg) Motion to Seal/Redact). Filed by Creditor Kermit 
05/16/2016 Charles Jackson (Seiniger, Wm) 
~ Order Granting Motion To Seal (Related Doc# .2.Q) 
05/17/2016 (2 pgs; 2 docs) Signed on 5/17/2016. (tw) 
52 BNC Certificate of Mailing - Order on Motion to Seal 
05/19/2016 (2 pgs) Notice Date 05/19/2016. (Admin.) 
53 Unclaimed funds disbursement to Kermit Jackson in 
the amount of $1,932.45. Check number:173881. 
06/10/2016 Disbursed on:06/10/2016. (Duboise, Jennifer) 
000264ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 39 Filed 11/05/15 Entered 11/05/15 13:45:53 Desc 
Page 1 of 12 
In re: 
John Patrick Crow 
Jennifer Jo Crow 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 









Case No. 14-00080-JDP 
TRUSTEE'S FINAL REPORT (l'FR) 
The undersigned trustee hereby makes this Final Report and states as follows: 
1. A petition under chapter 7 of the United States Bankruptcy Code was filed on 
01/18/2014 . The undersigned trustee was appointed on O 1/18/2014 . 
2. The trustee faithfully and properly fulfilled the duties enumerated in 11 U.S.C. §704. 
3. All scheduled and known assets of the estate have been reduced to cash, released to 
the debtor as exempt property pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 522, or have been or will be abandoned 
pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 554. An individual estate property record and report showing the 
disposition of all property of the estate is attached as Exhibit A. 
4. The trustee realized gross receipts of $ 
Funds were disbursed in the following amounts: 
Payments made under an interim 
disbursement 
Administrative expenses 
Bank service fees 
Other payments to creditors 
Non-estate funds paid to 3'd Parties 
Exemptions paid to the debtor 
Other payments to the debtor 











The balance of funds on hand in the estate may continue to earn interest until disbursed. The interest earned prior to disbursement 
will be distributed pro rata to creditors within each priority category. The trustee may receive additional compensation not to exceed the 
maximum compensation set forth under 11 U.S.C. §326(a) on account of the disbursement of the additional interest. 
UST Form 101-7-TFR(5/1/20ll)(Page: I) 
Exhibit S 
000272ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 39 Filed 11/05/15 Entered 11/05/15 13:45:53 Desc 
Pa~9 at 12 
ibitC 
Case Number: 14-00080-JDP 
Debtor Name: John Patrick Crow 




Creditor Name And Address 
Kermit Jackst.iijj 
C/0 Breck Seiniger 
942 Myrtle St. 




ANALYSIS OF CLAIMS REGISTER 
Date: September 23, 2015 
Notes Scheduled Claimed 
$0.00 $61,018.56 
12/15/14 - Amended claim filed with value as of date of filing. Ok, DR 
12/9/14: Spoke with Cade at Seiniger. He will put together some documentation and send it to me 
regarding the claim. DR 
I ln/14: Called creditor for documentation. Awaiting call back. DR 
7/14/14: Emailed atty representing claimant for documentation supporting claim. DR 
No supporting documents. DM 
$22,146.20 $83,402.85 $83,402.85 
Code#: Trustee's Claim Number, Priority Code, Claim Type (UTC) 
Page2 Printed: September 23, 2015 
USTFonn 101-7-TFR(S/1/2011) (Page: 9) 
000274ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 1
Case 14-00080-JDP Doc 39 Filed 11/05/15 Entered 11/05/15 13:45:53 Desc 
Page 11 of 12 
The actual distribution to wage claimants included above, if any, will be the proposed payment 
less applicable withholding taxes (which will be remitted to the appropriate taxing authorities). 
Timely claims of general (unsecured) creditors totaling$ 82,908.55 have been allowed and will 
be paid !2[Q rata only after all allowed administrative and priority claims have been paid in full. The 
timely allowed general (unsecured) dividend is anticipated to be 3.2 percent, plus interest (if 
applicable). 
Timely allowed general (unsecured) claims are as follows: 
Allowed Amount 








Jhon R. Hall $ 500.00 
Southwest Idaho Surgery 
Center Inc. $ 250.60 
Capital One Bank (USA), 
N.A. $ 3 955.49 
Idaho Indeoendent Bank $ 4.167.37 
Idaho Central Credit Union $ 9 272.38 
American Express Bank, 
FSB $ 3 744.15 
Kermit Jacks~ $ ~ 01836' 
Total to be paid to timely general unsecured creditors 
Remaining Balance 
Interim Payments Propos~d 
to Date Pavment 
$ 0.00 $ 15.83 
$ 0.00 $ 7.94 
$ 0.00 $ 125.27 
$ 0.00 $ 131.98 
$ 0.00 $ 293.66 
$ 0.00 $ 118.58 
$ 0.00 $ tt.932.45 
$ ____ --=2=6=2=5.'-'-7-=-l 
$ ______ -=-o=.o-=--o 
Tardily filed claims of general (unsecured) creditors totaling$ 0.00 have been allowed and will 
be paid !2[Q rata only after all allowed administrative, priority and timely filed general (unsecured) claims 
have been paid in full. The tardily filed claim dividend is anticipated to be 0.0 percent. 
Tardily filed general (unsecured) claims are as follows: 
UST Form 101-7-TFR(S/1/2011) (Page: 11) 
Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr.  
Idaho State Bar No. 2387 
SEINIGER LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
942 Myrtle Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Voice: (208) 345-1000 
Fax:     (208) 345-4700 
Attorney for the Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 






Case No.  CV-PI-10-13296
DECLARATION OF CADE D. 
WOOLSTENHULME IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND AMENDED 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Comes now CADE D. WOOLSTENHULME pursuant to I.R.Civ.P. 7(d), 2.7 and Idaho 
Code Section 9-1406 and declares as follows: 
1. I am a paralegal at Seiniger Law Offices PA, and have been at all relevant times during 
the events discussed herein. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is the documentation relating to my communication with 
Debbie Rodriguez assistant to Noah Hillen, the Chapter 7 Trustee in Defendant Crow’s 
bankruptcy proceeding.  This documentation appears in reverse order. 
3. On December 9, 2014 an approximately 1:09 PM, I received a call from Debbie 
Rodriguez assistant to Noah Hillen requesting documentation of plaintiff Jackson’s 
$120,000 Proof of Claim filed in Defendant Crow’s bankruptcy proceeding in United 
Electronically Filed
3/23/2017 5:30:12 PM
Fourth Judicial District, Ada County
Christopher D. Rich, Clerk of the Court
By: Jeri Heaton, Deputy Clerk
000520ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Idaho Case No. 14-00080-JD P.  See, Exhibit 
1 page 6.
4. I responded to Ms. Rodriguez’s request for documentation by email on December 9, 2014 
at approximately 3:13 PM, attaching an itemization of the benefits paid by workers 
compensation carrier (see, Exhibit 2 attached hereto), the independent medical 
examination report of Dr. Richard Radnovich showing Mr. Jackson’s permanent 
impairment and restrictions and future medical costs (see, Exhibit 3 attached hereto), and 
a settlement demand letter to the workers compensation carrier showing a calculation of 
Mr. Jackson’s claim based on Dr. Radnovich’s findings (see, Exhibit 4 attached hereto).  
See, Exhibit 1 page 4 – 5.
5. On December 9, 2014 at approximately 3:40 PM I received another email from Ms. 
Rodriguez questioning whether or not the documentation submitted justified Mr. 
Jackson’s proof of claim in the amount of $120,000.  See, Exhibit 1 page 4. 
6. On December 9, 2014 at 3:51 PM I responded to Ms. Rodriguez advising her that there 
was ongoing litigation with respect to Mr. Jackson’s claim.  See, Exhibit 1 page 3. 
7. On December 11, 2014 at approximately 3:02 PM I received another email from Ms. 
Rodriguez stating that considering Mr. Jackson’s claim “from a bankruptcy case 
perspective” she needed “the most solid, verifiable claim amount possible,” and asking if 
there was “any way to get out a hard number for what was owed by Ms. Crow on the date 
that the automatic stay went in the place, 1/18/2014.”  See, Exhibit 1 pages 2 – 4.
8. On December 11, 2014 at approximately 4:26 PM I again emailed Ms. Rodriguez 
advising her: 
“For purposes of this bankruptcy claim we would assess Mr. Jackson's damages 
claim as follows: 
000521ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
Medical Bills: $33,826.56 (Summary from Work Comp) 
Physical Impairment/Disability: $27,192.00 (Dr. Radnovich) 
Claim Total: $61,018.56”
See, Exhibit 1 page 2. 
9. In calculating the amount of the medical bills I relied on the amounts paid of $39,602.79 
reflected in Exhibit 2, deducting payments for temporary total disability benefits totaling 
$1,697.43 (see Exhibit 2 page 5) and permanent partial disability benefits in the amount 
of $4,078.80 (see Exhibit 2 page 7) to arrive at the total for medical bills of $33,826.56.
10. On December 12, 2014 at approximately 9:16 AM I received an email from Ms. 
Rodriguez thanking me for providing the itemization contained in my December 11, 2014 
email requesting that Mr. Jackson file an amended proof of claim in the amount set forth 
in that email ($61,018.56). 
11. On December 15, 2014, an amended proof of claim in the amount of $61,018.56 was 
prepared and filed in the Crow bankruptcy.  See, Exhibit 5 attached hereto. 
I declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Idaho that the foregoing is 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
/s/ Cade D. Woolstenhulme 
Cade D. Woolstenhulme
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on March 23, 2017, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document was served as follows: 
Jade Stacy/Josh Evett
ELAM & BURKE, P.A.
251 East Front Street Suite 300 
P. O. Box 1539




Wm Breck Seiniger, Jr.  










Bankruptcy rep appreciates our understanding 
Thank you, I really appreciate your understanding. 
Debbie Rodriguez 
Assistant to Noah Hillen 
Chapter 7 Trustee 
P. 0 . Box 6538 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
Email: dlr@hillenlaw.com 
Phone: (208) 297-577 4 
Fax: (208) 297-5224 
The messages and attachments herein may contain confidential information 
protected by the attorney-client privilege or other privilege. These communications are 
intended to be private and may not be recorded or copied without the consent of the 
author. If you believe any message has been sent to you in error, please reply to the 
sender and delete the message. Thank you. 
From: Cade Woolstenhulme [mailto:cade@seinigerlaw.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 10:39 AM 
To: 'Debbie Rodriguez' 
Subject: RE: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Sure. We'll have it filed today. 
Cade D. Woolstenhulme 
Paralegal 
SEINIGER LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
942 W. Myrtle Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
Main (208) 345-1000 
Fax(208)345-4700 
-The information contained in this electronic message is legally privileged 
work product, and confidential information intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. 
From: Debbie Rodriguez [mailto:dlr@hillenlaw.com] 
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 9:16AM 
To: 'Cade Woolstenhulme' 
Subject: RE: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Page 1 
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Perfect. Thank you for that. Would it be possible for you to amend your claim 
to that amount? Otherwise we would have to wait through an objection period 
before submitting our final report. 
Debbie Rodriguez 
Assistant to Noah Hillen 
Chapter 7 Trustee 
P. 0 . Box 6538 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
Email: dlr@hillenlaw.com 
Phone: (208) 297-577 4 
Fax: (208) 297-5224 
The messages and attachments herein may contain confidential information 
protected by the attorney-client privilege or other privilege. These communications are 
intended to be private and may not be recorded or copied without the consent of the 
author. If you believe any message has been sent to you in error, please reply to the 
sender and delete the message. Thank you. 
From: Cade Woolstenhulme [mailto:cade@seinigerlaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 11 , 2014 4:26 PM 
To: 'Debbie Rodriguez' 
Subject: RE: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Understandable. For purposes of this bankru tcy claim we would assess Mr 
Jackson's damages claim as follows: 
Medical Bills: $33,826.56 (Summary from Work Comp) 
Physical lmpairment/Disabilitf $27,192.00 (Dr. Radnovich) 
C im Total: $61 ,018.56 
Thanks. 
Cade D. Woolstenhulme 
Paralegal 
SEINIGER LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
942 W. Myrtle Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
Main (208) 345-1000 
Fax (208) 345-4700 
-The information contained in this electronic message is legally privileged 
work product, and confidential information intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. 
From: Debbie Rodriguez [mailto:dlr@hillenlaw.com] 
Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2014 3:02 PM 
Page 2 
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To: 'Cade Woolstenhulme' 
Subject: RE: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Good afternoon, Cade. I apologize, we had our first meeting of creditors for 
several dozen bankruptcy cases this morning, and I just now had time to review the 
documents again. 
In considering the claim from a bankruptcy case perspective, I need the most 
solid, verifiable claim amount possible. Is there any way to get a hard number for 
what was owed by Ms. Crow on the date that the automatic stay went into glace, 
1/18/2014? 
I see that Mr. Jackson also went through bankruptcy, and that his debts prior 
to 2/4/2013 were discharged. 
I am really not trying to muddy the waters. In fairness to the other 
creditors, I have to verify the value of Mr. Jackson's claim. 
Please let me know if you have any questions. 
Debbie Rodriguez 
Assistant to Noah Hillen 
Chapter 7 Trustee 
P. 0. Box 6538 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
Email: dlr@hillenlaw.com 
Phone: (208) 297-577 4 
Fax: (208) 297-5224 
The messages and attachments herein may contain confidential information 
protected by the attorney-client privilege or other privilege. These communications are 
intended to be private and may not be recorded or copied without the consent of the 
author. If you believe any message has been sent to you in error, please reply to the 
sender and delete the message. Thank you. 
From: Cade Woolstenhulme [mailto:cade@seinigerlaw.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 3:51 PM 
To: 'Debbie Rodriguez' 
Subject: RE: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Okay. Thank you. Yes, there will be ongoing litigation. 
Cade D. Woolstenhulme 
Paralegal 
SEINIGER LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
942 W. Myrtle Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
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Main (208) 345-1000 
Fax (208) 345-4700 
-The information contained in this electronic message is legally privileged 
work product, and confidential information intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. 
From: Debbie Rodriguez [mailto:dlr@hillenlaw.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2014 3:40 PM 
To: 'Cade Woolstenhulme' 
Subject: RE: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Thank you, Cade. 
I passed the documentation you sent on to the trustee. I'm not sure I'm seeing 
the justification for the $120k claim there, but I will look again tomorrow and 
see if I can view it differently. 
Is there still ongoing litigation against Ms. Crow after the bankruptcy 
filing? 
Debbie Rodriguez 
Assistant to Noah Hillen 
Chapter 7 Trustee 
P. 0. Box 6538 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
Email: dlr@hillenlaw.com 
Phone: (208) 297-577 4 
Fax: (208) 297-5224 
The messages and attachments herein may contain confidential information 
protected by the attorney-client privilege or other privilege. These communications are 
intended to be private and may not be recorded or copied without the consent of the 
author. If you believe any message has been sent to you in error, please reply to the 
sender and delete the message. Thank you. 
From: Cade Woolstenhulme [mailto:cade@seinigerlaw.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 3:13 PM 
To: dlr@hillenlaw.com 
Subject: John Patrick Crow, 14-00080-JDP - Claim of Kermit C. Jackson 
Debbie, 
Thank you for speaking to me today about our client Kermit C. Jackson's Proof 
of Claim. I have attached a few documents to assist in your valuation of his 
claims. 
I have attached a copy of the civil lawsuit filed against Jennifer Jo Crow 
Page 4 
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which sets forth the facts of Mr. Jackson's claims against Ms. Crow. 
l have also attached an itemization of benefits paid by the worker's 
compensation carrier. The total amount of this itemization will be claimed as a worker's 
compensation subrogation interest and will need to be paid from any future 
settlement/recoveries against Ms. Crow. 
Additionally, I have attached an Independent Medical Examination report from 
Dr. Richard Radnovich showing the permanent disability and restrictions sustained 
by Mr. Jackson, and his future medical needs. A settlement demand letter, also 
attached, to the worker's compensation insurance carrier shows a calculation of the 
potential that Mr. Jackson is owed based on Dr. Radnovich's findings. 
I hope this assists you in analyzing Mr. Jackson's claim. Please let me know 
if there is anything additional you may need. Thank you! 
Cade 0. Woolstenhulme 
Paralegal 
SEINIGER LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
942 W. Myrtle Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
Main (208) 345-1000 
Fax (208) 345-4700 
"Representing the Injured for Over 30 Years" 
Brain and Spine Injuries - Wrongful Death 
- Workers' Compensation - Products Liability 
- All Accidents and Injuries - Employment Law 
The information contained in this electronic message is legally privileged work 
product, and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or 
entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you 
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copy of this telecopy 
is strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please 
immediately notify us by telephone and return the original message or work product to us 




1 Tagged Record Phone Report 
Date Printed: 3/23/2017 
Time Printed: 11 :39AM 







12/09/2014 Time 1 :09PM - 1 :09PM Duration - 0.00 {hours) 
Debbie frm Hillen's ofc wants docs evidencing the $120K cliam 
Jackson, Kermit Charles MatterRef Jackson v. Crow 









Reminders (days before) Follow N Done N Notify N Hide N Trigger N Private N Status 
Read Y Personal N Hold N Urgent N On Hold N Call Back N Returned N Will Call N 
Custom1 Custom3 
Custom2 Custom4 
SLOPA to email her docs. 
1 
000530ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
03/28/2011 13: 08 3758905 INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 01/09 










Charles Kermit Jackson BOIOS--04140 
NUMBER OF PAGES: 9 including this cover 
THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED FOR THE USE OF THE ADDRESSEE AND 
MAY CONTAIN PRIVILEGED OR CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
If you are not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible 
for delivering the message to its intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any dissemination, distrlbut~on or copying of thl~ communication Is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify us immediately by telephone. 




CITY OF BOISE· WC 
CITY OF BOISE 
3758905 
Claimant: JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT [WC2011080152] 
INTERMCl.JNTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 02/ 09 
Claim Payments Listing (Checkbook) 
Grouped by Pa~ent Catego,y 
Period from 1/1/1g{JO to 3/2&'2011 
O.ta Chk f Tran ID T)1) Payee, ActdrNS ~~~-' .."!~~~ ~ ~c~~~"- - - - - - - - - - - - .. Amt Paid 























15432 425398 C CORVEL MEDCHECK 
950 S CHERRY ST STE 1600 
DENVER, CO 60246 
15444 425514 C CORVEL MEOCHECK 
950 S CHERRY ST STE 1600 
DENVER. CO 80246 
15444' 425514 C CORVELMEOCHECK 
950 S CttERRY ST STE 1800 
DENVER, CO 80248 
15444 425514 C CORVEL MEDCHECI< 
950 S CHERRY ST STE 1800 
DENVER, CO 802.46 
15534 427494 C CORVeLMEDCHECK 
950 S CHERRY ST STE 1600 
DENV!R, CO 80248 
15558 454004 C CORVEL MEDCHECK 
950 S CHERRY ST STE 1800 
DENVER, CO 802'6 
15e-05 468105 C CORVEl. MEOCHECK 
6455 S YOSEMITE ST STE 700 
GREENWOOD VIUAGE, CO 8011 t 
15635 '488992 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD ST£ 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15702 470707 C IMED UC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 
AURORA. CO 80015 
16702 470707 C IMED Ll.C 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15702 470707 C IMED UC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15719 471405 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80016 
15735 471958 C IMEO U.C 
4'3'3 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15735 471958 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO $'TE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15735 471958 C IMEO U.C 
U43 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15735 471958 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY R,D STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15735 471958 C IMED UC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15757 472388 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUC.KLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15782 472881 C IMEO LLC 
4343 S BUCKJ.EY RO STE 290 
AURORA, co 80015 
15782 472881 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15782 472881 C IMEO LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 
AURORA, CO 80015 
15803 473169 C IMED LLC 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 2eO 
AURORA, CO 80015 
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 1 
ADM 2.20 
8125/2008 to 8125/2008 
ADM 2.20 
8128/2008 to 8/2812008 
ADM 2.20 
812612008 to 8128/2008 
ADM 2.20 
8/2812008 to 8/28/2008 
ADM 2.20 
9/18/2008 to 9118/2008 
ADM 6.43 
9'24/2008 to 912A/2008 
ADM 2.20 




11/4/2008 to 11/A/2008 
ADM 35.37 
11/8/2008 to 111812008 
ADM 123.56 
11/8/2008 to 11/8/2008 
ADM 2.20 
11/10/2008 to 11/10/2008 
ADM 6.59 
t 1/14/2008 to 11/14/2008 
ADM 3.18 
11/1 '4/2008 to 11/14/2008 
ADM 4.47 
11 /1812008 to 11/18/2008 
ADM 5.51 
11/18/2008 to 11/18/2008 
ADM 2.20 
11/20/2008 to 11/20/2008 
ADM 10.97 
11/2612008 to 11/26/2008 
ADM 1.4.80 
12/212008 to 12/2/2008 
ADM 5.57 
12/3/2008 to 121312008 
ADM 8.M 
12/312008 to 12/3/2008 
ADM 6.59 
1218/2008 to 12/8/2008 
RM4_094 Prtnted 312512011 4;17:64PM 
000532ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
03/28/2011 13 : 08 
CITY OF BOISE .. we 
CITY OF BOISE 
3758905 
Claimant: JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT (WC2011080152) 
INTERMClJNTAIN Q..AIMS PAGE 03/09 
Claim Payments Listing (Checkbook) 
Grouped by Payment category 
Period from 111/1900 to 3125/2011 
Date Chle fl Tran ID Typ Payee I Addteaa P111PC1e• I Perlod(s) I DHcrlpdon Amt P•k1 
· - ----- ·- -- --- ·----- . --- ----- · -- -- ------ ··-------- - · . -- - ---- ----- ··- ---- --- - · ---- ---- · _____ .. , __ 
;J,f~ciri~l!f~iA.~~~:::~~;::;·: :!~t~~t \~)~;~.~ :; ·~~r~:tI<·:-~ri:~· ~:~·-~~E ~{ .·:,.~~-~~-~r .:~i -~=J~~!r~r,~E~:.~:tf:j~}~ ~~.\~.?:?r :::.~ti:t~.~ i·;;~t.~;=\i ~:~ ~~~·f ~1~}~~2t"~=J~~~-~ 
12-11-2008 15803 473169 C IMED LLC ADM 8.59 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 12/9/2008 to 12/9/2008 
12-11-2008 15803 473169 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 30.80 
4343 S BUCKlEY RD STE 260 12/10/2008 to 12/10/'2008 
AURORA, CO 80015 
12-16-2008 15826 473532 C IMED LLC ADM 6.26 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 12/13/2008 to 12/1312008 
AURORA, CO 80015 
12-1~2008 15826 473532 C lMED LLC ADM 5.25 
4343 S 8UCK1EY RO STE 260 12/13.12008 to 12/1312008 
12·16-2008 15826 473532 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEO LLC ADM 5.25 
43'3 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 12/13/2008 to 12113/2008 
AURORA, CO 80015 
12-16.2008 15826 473532 C IMEDLLC ADM 5.25 
4343 S BUCKLEY AO STE 260 12/13.12008 to 12/1312008 
AURORA, CO 80015 
12-18-2008 1582$ 4™32 C IMEDUC ADM 6.26 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 12/1312008 to 12/13/2008 
AURORA, CO 80015 
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C IMEDLLC ADM 8.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 12/20/2008 to 12/20/2ooa 
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 2.20 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12117/2008 to 12117/2008 
AURORA. CO 80015 
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C IMEOLLC ADM e .. 26 
4343 S BVCKLEY RD STE 2$0 12/20/2008 to 12"!0/2008 
12·23--2008 15850 473989 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 6.26 
4343 S BUCKLEY AD STE 260 12/2012008 to 12/20/2008 
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 6.26 
4343 s BUCKLEY AO STE 260 12/20/2008 to 12120/2008 
01~2009 15893 474931 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 6.26 
~ S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 1/1/2009 to 1/112009 
01-06-2009 15893 474931 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDUC ADM 5.25 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STe 260 11112009 IO 1/1/2009 
01..()6..2009 15893 474931 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 6.26 
43'3 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 1/1/2009 to 1/1/2009 
01-13-2009 15912 475559 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 5.49 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 111312009 to 1/612009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
01-13-2009 15912 475559 C IMEOUC ADM U2 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD S1l; 260 1/8/2000 to 1/812009 
AURORA. CO 80015 
01-20.2009 15934 476266 C IM!OLLC AO~ 6.59 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1117/2009 to 1/17/2009 
01·20.2009 15934 476266 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDUC ADM 6.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 1113/2009 to 1/1312009 
01-27-2009 15962 476932 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEOLLC ADM 7.60 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/20/2009 t.o 1/2012009 
01-27-2009 15982 478932 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IM~DUC ADM 6.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 280 1/20/2009 to 1 !20.'2009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
01·27-2009 15952 476932 C IMEDLLC ADM 7.60 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 1/24/2009 to 1.12412009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
R8all'd fYpes; C • Ch«Jt, 0 = Oeblt or Crfcll K = Ktpl O(I s..llly P = Post Paid O • O~t PeyrrlM Colec.till't 
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CITY OF BOISE • WC 
CITY OF BOISE 
3758905 
Claimant JACKSON, CHARLE$ KERMIT [WC2011080152] 
Cflk,, Tran ID Typ PayN, Add, ... 
INTERMClJNTAIN a..AIMS PAl2£. 04/09 
Claim Payments Li$tlng (Checkbook) 
Grou/*1 by Payment Category 
Period from 1/1/1100 to 3/25/2011 
Purpo .. / P•rtOCC•l I Pfferfptlon Alllt Paid 
-----·· ·-------- - --------- - ·------·---- ·· -- ------- · ------· - - -- ---- --- · ·--- ---- -- ·--- --- - ------- . 
t•~,~~1.;!:;~~;flAP~~·;:::;~·:1~~-}.~: .~)::·:·.~:. =i1:·:.-;.{:~ t.';~. ~· ·::<::.; ~;: ~~f .· ~::.=~~: ?· <(~ .. = -:.~_:.~~ .. :. == :~= : ; /:r/~~\J:~~?_r.~.~;~:·::/:~·;~~~ ;_~~ :~~:.:::.~~-.:·:;: ~-~t~f.~~ ::·i:~f; ~·~:~f}!:·1:1~~!~~ . 2~f. 
01-27-2009 15962 476932 C IMEDLLC ADM 8.50 
-4343 S BUCKLEY RO STI: 260 1/2412009 to 1/2412009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
02.()3.2009 15986 477569 C tMEOLLC ADM 5.49 
-4343 S 8UCKLEY RD STE 260 1/30/2009 to 1 l30/2009 
02-03-2009 15986 477569 C 
AU~ORA, CO 80015 
IMEDUC ACM 6.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 112812009 to 112812009 
02-10-2009 18005 478140 C 
AURORA. CO 80015 
IMED I.LC ADM 8.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/3/2009 to 2/312009 
02-10-2009 16005 478140 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 6.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/312009 to 2/3f2009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
02-10-2009 18005 478140 C IMEDLLC ADM 6.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/3/2009 to 2/312009 
02-10-2009 18005 478140 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM e.so 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO ST! 280 2JEl/2009 to 2J8/2009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
02-1 7-2009 18028 478923 C tMED LLC ADM 5.49 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/11/2009 to 2/11/2009 
03-03-2009 16071 '80066 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMl!DUC ADM 8.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/27/'2009 to 2/27fl009 
03.03-2009 16071 4B0086 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEOLLC AOM 8.85 
4343 S BUCKLEY RO STE 260 'ZJ'ZT/2009 to 212712009 
03-04-2009 18092 480259 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDUC ADM 5.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 312/2009 to S/212009 
0$-10.2009 16102 480827 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEOLLC ADM 3.77 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 315'2009 to 3/512009 
03-10-2009 16102 "80827 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IM!DLLC ADM 6.52 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 315/2009 to 3/5/2009 
03-17-2009 16125 481431 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IM!DU.C ADM 8.50 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3113/2009 to 3113/2009 
AURORA. CO B0015 
03-24-2009 1111'48 482065 C IMEDLLC ADM 5.49 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 3/20/2009 to 3/20/2009 
03-2-4-2009 18148 482065 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 5.49 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/20/2009 to J/20/2009 
04-14-2009 16225 483921 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEOLLC ADM 3.77 
4343 S BUCl(l.EY RD STE 260 4llf2009 to 4/7(2009 
05-12-2009 16326 486053 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEOLLC ADM 3.n 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 8/5/2009 to 515/2009 
08-03-2009 16403 487732 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEO LLC N:IM 3.30 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD S11: 260 5.'2312()09 to 5123/2009 
06-23-2009 16478 489498 C 
AURORA. CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 8.57 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 280 8113/2009 to 811312009 
11-05-2009 189S3 849607 C 
AURORA, CO 80015 
IMEDLLC ADM 14.80 
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 10/31/2009 ta 10131 /2009 
AURORA, CO 80015 
Paid In Cat.gory 549.55 
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CITY OF BOISE - WC 
CITY OF BOISE 
3758905 INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 05/ 09 
Claim Payments Listing (Checkbook) 
Grouped by Payment Category 
Period from 111/19()() to 3/25/2011 
Claimant JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT [WC2011080152J 
~!~--- - ·---~~~! __ TT11~!~ ~- ~~~~!~~---- --. .. -------- --- ~~~~'-~~~~~!~~~o_n_ .. --- -------~:~*_~ 
. ~~~~~~t~~1~~~~~~ · · ·::-:.:.: \) x::;:;::;::'~i }>::.':·:.·~ .-.t'. ':: ... ·. :. \.>:~::;ijl~~/i::~??11r: ~.':: .. ):i/:/\//i·,· :~i}J:./ ,:E_():;rj'i;it/{:::}: :.: 
12-09-2008 15798 472897 C INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME 40!!.00 
8100 S AKRON ST SlE 320 9126/2008 to 10/26/2008 
ENGLEWOOD, CO 80112 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117981/80 
12-23-2008 15&70 474009 C INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME 202.50 
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 11/28/2008 to 11 l26/2008 
ENGLEWOOD. CO 801123508 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Aect 117891/80 
()3.()3-2009 16089 480085 C INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME 20.2.50 
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 1/28/2009 to 1/2612009 
ENGLEWOOD, CO 801123506 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acc:t 117891/80 
03-17-2009 16141 481447 C INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. OME 202.50 
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 2/26/2009 to 212612009 
ENGLEWOOD, CO 801123~08 MED. JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT A~ 117891/80 
11~05-2009 16995 849619 C INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME 40S.OO 
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 4J2612009 to 5/26/2009 
ENGLEWOOD, CO 801123508 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117891/80 
Paid in Catagory 1.417.50 
12-11-2008 15811 4731 n C ST ALPHONSUS REGIONAL MEDICAL CTR HO 10,494.04 
1055 N CURTIS RO 9/29/2008 to 1014/2008 
BOISE, ID 83706 MEO,JACKS0N, CHARLESKERMITA~M001808! 
Paid In Calegory 10,A94.04 
11).17-2008 15629 468723 C JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT KOS/TTD 766.58 
2725 N FIVE MILE t39 10JJ/2008 to 10/1~008 
BOISE. ID 83713 
10,.30-2008 Not Printed 1,324,936 K Claimant KOS 11).17-08 THRU 1~8 768.58 
11-13-2008 NotPrin~ 1,327,703 K Claimant KOS• INDT 10-31-08/11 ·02-08 164.27 
Paid in Category 1,697.-43 
~ :~g~:~:~~~=~~'!! 1~~~;~.-.~_·;::::_·-~;: ~:~};:r ::~~~: :: .=·: ~~~?~::~~- ;;~ ::.:: :.:?;~ ·~; ~; ~ ._; · ·:~:~~:  .::: ::.--.:·.:::~: ~:  ~~t:~~ ;~~i:~·::;~-~;r=~:~~)~~ ~·.:·.:·: ~::~~~::~~:~~:~;~:~ ~~~~~·~: ·~-::~~~~~~~~-}~~~~ ~?·:_~~~~~~ji~:~~:-~~~;~:~ ~ ~:.~;:~::: 
10-29-2008 15675 469614 C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM 588.82 
11-~2008 15749 '472047 
01-05-2009 15892 474703 
02-19-2009 16045 479230 
03-02-200; 16064 479976 
03-25-2009 16168 4!221S2 
05-07-2009 16320 485790 
~9-2009 16455 488351 
07-22-2009 16571 838804 
PO BOX 219 9/17/2008 to 10/24/2008 
POCATI:LLO, ID 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
POB0X219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
POBOX219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
PO BOX219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
P0B0X219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
POB0X219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
POB0X219 
POCATELLO, 10 83204 
C tfolraRMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
POBOX219 
POCATELLO. IC 83204 
C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
P080X219 
POCATEUO, ID 83204 
NCM 
11/3/2008 to 11/2412008 
NCM 
12/3/2008 tc 12/18/2008 
INV B01220221 · 
NCM 
12f.Z1/2008 to 1/24/2009 
NCM 
1/26/2009 to 2/19/2009 
NCM 
2126/2009 to 3120!2009 
NCM 
419'2009 to 4/20/2009 
IN\/ 801222262 
NCM 
4l22J2000 to 5127/2009 
NCM 
6/412009 to 6/28/2009 
INV 601223199 
RICOff1 (yp8S.' C"' C/Jed<, 0 • Debit or~ K = Kepi on Sa/lly P" POff ,,.,,, O • Over Payment COl/9c:tion 









RM4_094 Printed 312512011 4:17:54PM 
000535ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
03/28/2011 13:08 3758905 INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 06/09 
CITY OF BOISE ~ WC 
CITY OF BOIS!: 
Claim Payments Usting (Checkbook) 
Grouped by Payment Cstagory 
Period from 111/191)(> to 3/2S/2011 
Claimant: JACKSON, CHARLES Kfl'tMIT [WC2011080152] 
Data Chk # Tran TD Typ Paywe / Addm. ~~'!~_I _P~~~~ ~c~~~ . ·-- ----- ·------ . . - ---- --- ------ - -----····· ... ---- -------
:tf~'*4t:~ -M'1'_•rr,m8nf tN~: :·: ;_: : . ~- · : :_~- ~-:-r:~: ~X::_t.: __ : .. : .: ~ .. : ' .. ·. ~:~.:;.:.', ·: ·:?: ::._ :.: .. j;:~:·.· .. :.) .. ;::~·-·~i::;:<.: ·~·:·:'."·~ 





PO BOX 219 12/1712009 to 12123/2009 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
17312 858434 C INTERMOUNTA!N CIJJMS INC 
P0B0X219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
17454 862289 C INTERMOUNTAIN CtAIMS INC 
POBOX219 
POCATELLO, ID 83204 
17630 867502 C INTERMOU!fi"AIN CLAIMS INC 
P080X219 
POCATELLO, IO 83204 
1n59 871740 C INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 
POB0X219 
POCATELLO, IO S3204 
NCM 
1/2/2010 to 1/2612010 
NCM 
2/2/2010 to 2/2612010 
NCM 
3/4/2010 to 412612010 
INV 801227848 
NCM 
5/13/2010 to 5/2712010 








i:~~~t_:~ ·~tJ~t~ff·.: ~·~:- :.·:. ~:~::_~;i~;::::· .. ~::-i-i t)~: ~:~· · ·.· t/:~:~:/ :::~:. -..:.:::.·._:;r: ~i:ii:~.;: ... ·. : :·; ~: :/· .· :·~:-·? :fit~~t/i?~:t)t\·.  .: ;)~i}~i~iig'.?:::~~.· .. .-~:t~fri~i:=~?!}/~_\t51~?(IIfi rt:~~. 














POB0X9649 8/1612008 to 8/1612008 
BOISE, ID 83707 
15442 425512 C INTERMOUNTAIN MEDICAL IMAGING LLC 0TH 
PO SOX 9649 811612008 to 8/181'2008 
BOISE, ID 83707 
17238 856111 C ORTHOPAEOICASSOCIATES PA 0TH 
15429 425395 C 
15441 425511 C 
15529 427489 C 
15548 453994 C 
15632 468989 C 
15706 470713 C 
15701 470706 C 
1572~ 471409 C 
15733 471956 C 
16100 480325 C 
16224 483920 C 
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 
BOISE, 10 83706 
12/22/2009 to 12/22/2009 
ACCT OA•18073 
Paid In Cdagoty 
ST ALPHONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC OUT 
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP- EMERA 8/6'2008 to 8/6/2008 
BOISE, ID 837048737 
ST AlPHONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC OUT 
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP· EMERA 8113/2008 to 8/13/2008 
BOISE, IO 837048737 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT .Acct 00110000; 
ST ALPHONSUS PHYSICIAN S!RVICES INC OUT 
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP· EMERA 9/312008 to 9J3J:2()08 
OOJSE, ID 837048737 
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT 
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 9/1012008to 9110/2008 
BOISE, 10 83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acd. 068099 
ORTHOPAEOtC ASSOCIA'leS PA OUT 
901 N CURTIS RO STE S01 912812008 to 91261200B 
BOISE, ID 83706 MED, JACKSON, .CHARLES KERMIT NX!. 056099 
BOISE ANESTHESIA PA OUT 
PO B0X4008 10l3/2008 to 10/3/2008 
PORTI..AND, OR 972084008 MED. JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 290JAC01 
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATcS PA OUT 
901 N CURTIS RO STE 501 1013/2008to 1~008 
BOISE, ID 83706 
ST ALPHONSUS MED1CA1. CENTER OlJT 
PO BOX 190930 9129/2008 to 9/2M008 
BOISE, 10 83719 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT AcetA0827700· 
ORTHOPAEOICA$SOCIATES PA OUT 
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 10/29/2008 to 10/29/2008 
BOISE, 10 83706 
ORlHOPAEDIC ASSOCIAT!S PA OUT 
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 2/1S/2009 to 2/13/2009 
BOISE. IO 83706 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct OM89 
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT 
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 312012009 to 3/20/2009 
BOISE, ID 83706 
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000536ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
03/28/2011 13:08 3758905 INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 07/09 
CITY OF BOISE .. we 
CITY OF BOISE 
Claim Payments Listing (Checkbook) 
Grouped by P•ymttnt Category 
,,.nod from 11111goo to 3/25/2011 
Claimant: JACKSON, CHARLE$ KERMIT [WC2011080152] 
ChU TranlD Typ P.,etf~dras · - __ hrpoMI_P_'~~)!~c~!!~ · ----- - ···· ----- -~~~~~ 
':~~f~~~~~!~•1;i~~ri:~ ~( ,>,·;·:.?~ L}\·:i~:(f;;\ ·f:i:.:::: _ _'.., :·:: i'V Y\'::.:-r.~:'?Fr.~r:t.::/::: . ~'.-;;_;;\~t+;s:\}(} :l {.:;.:~f.t?~f~(}}if::!'.{::.:·: 
05-12-2009 18324 486051 C ORTHOl'AEDICASSOCIATES PA OUT 106.40 
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 4/22/2009 to 4122/2009 
BOIS~. ID 83708 MED, .JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT N,d OA--4422 
18400 48n 29 C RICHARD WILSON MP 01JT 983.19 
BOISE NEUROLOGICAL CONSULTANTS 9S 51512009 to 51512009 
06~2009 
BOISE, ID 83706 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct JACKSOO: 
18477 489,495 C ORTHOPAEDICASSOCIATESPA OUT 29&,40 
901 N CURTIS RD STe 501 SfZT/2009 to ~7/2009 
BOISE, ID 837'08 
Paid In C.l:8gory 11,245.66 
10.07-2008 15699 407905 C ST ALPtiONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC PHA 10.2.5 
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP- EMERA 8/13/2008 to 8/1312008 
BOISE, ID 837048737 ACCT 001100002923 
10-09-2008 15601 488101 C WALGREEN COMPANY PHA 13.95 
POBOX90484 9/10/2008 to 9/10/2008 
CHICAGO, IL 608960484 W:D, JACKSON, CHARLES ~MIT Aoctwc2011081 
11-11·2008 15703 470708 C WALGREEN COMPANY PHA 110.90 
P0BOX90484 10/4'2008 to 10/11/2008 
CHICAGO, IL 6069'504&4 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acl:t. 01 111800 
11 ·215-2008 15737 471960 C WALGREEN COMPANY PHA 29.93 
POBOX904&4 10/29r.!008 to 10/29/2008 
CHICAGO, IL 606960'84 MED, .JACKSON, CHARleS KERMIT Aoet 01185874 
12-23-2008 15851 473990 C WALGREEN COMPANY PHA 29.93 
P0BOX9048' 11/26/2008 to 11126/2008 
CHICAGO, IL 606980484 MED, JACKSON.; CHARLES KERMIT AcctQ1263404 
Paid In Category 194.N 
08-09-2009 18425 ~82.38 C CHARLl!S K JACl<SON PPD 4,078.80 
C/0 BRECK SEINIGER ATTY 9'2 W MYRTL 8/912009 to 8/912009 
BOISE, ID 83702 PPI RATING PAID IN FULL 
Paid In Catiagory 4,07UO 
11·25-2008 15742 471965 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 11S.51 
5521 WSTATEST 11 /512008 to 11 JS/2008 
11-25-2008 \5742 471965 C 
BOISE, ID 83703 
lNTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 82.44 
5521 WSTATEST 1117/2008to 11nl2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
11-25-2008 15742 47'1965 C l~RMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL TH!RAPY PT 79.87 
5521 W STATE ST 11/10/2008 to 11/10/2008 
801SE, ID 83703 
12-02-2008 15762 472393 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 231 .02 
5521 W STATE ST 11/14/2008 to 11/18.12008 
BOISE, ID 83703 MED. JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 'A 
12.()9.2008 15785 472884 C MARK R SHAL TRY CHT OTR PT 82.44 
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY 55,1 11/3/2008 to 1 t /312008 
BOISE, ID 8370' ME;D, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT~ W11121 VI 
12-09-2008 15787 4ffl8S C INTERMOUITTAIN PHYSICAL THERAl'Y PT 134.83 
5e21 W STATE ST 10/31/2008 ,o 10/31/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 MEO, JACKSON, CHAA.L!S KERMIT AcctW11 121 ~ 
12-11-2008 15809 473175 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 115.!11 
"21WSTATEST 11/13/2008 to 11/13/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
12·11-2006 15809 473175 C INTKI\MOUNTAIN PHYSICAL n-.ERAPY PT 115.51 
5521 W STATE ST 11/19/2008 to 11'/1912008 
BOISE. IO 83703 
12-16-2008 1:5828 473643 e INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 132.25 
5521 WSTATEST 11/28/2008 to t 1/2812008 
B015e, ID P703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLiS KERMIT Acct W1121 W(. 
INTERMOUNTAIN Cl.AIMS INC 6 AM4-094 Printed 312M011 4:17:MPM 
000537ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
03/28/2011 13:08 
CITY OF BOISE~ WC 
CITY OF BOISE 
3758905 INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 08/09 
Claim Payments Listing (Checkbook) 
Grouped by Payment Category 
Period from 1/1/1900 to 312512011 
Claimant: JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT [WC2011080152) 
Dabt Cllk t Tran JD Typ Payee f AddrwH ~~~ I _P!~~~ ! ~~e~I~~"- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ~ ~·-"! 
:·~~•~ffi~~fo.i~~:~;~:.~ :~ :;,: : ~( ~'f:·'.i~·~;:: ; •. ;~:·~·~: r()~::):,~':?:=: ~::::;,' .~:??:. ~-:?t :).'.)::5::?.\'t'=::i~.:};~::r'::,:::??i):·i:T,\):'\:~~~)~;/f~Tt~ ::??X:rii 
12-16-2008 16830 ,473536 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 99.19 
5521 W STATE ST 12/1/2008 to 12/1/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
12-16-2008 15630 473536 C JNTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 99.19 
5521 WSTATEST 1112-4/2008 to 11 /24J2008 
BOISE, 10 83703 
12-16-2008 15830 473538 C 1NTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAl. THERAPY PT 99.10 
5521 WSTATEST 11/21/2008 to 11121/2008 
BOISE, 10 83703 
12-16-2008 15830 473536 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 132.25 
SS21 W STATE ST 1112e/2008 to 11/2812008 
BOISE, IO 83703 
12-23-2008 15853 474070 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THE.RAPY PT 132.25 
5521 WSTATEST 12/8/2008 to 12/8/2008 
BOISE, 10 83703 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 v\ 
12-23-2008 15855 473994 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 132.25 
5521WSTATEST 12/512008 to 121512008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
12-23-2008 15855 473994 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERA?Y PT 132.25 
5521 WSTATEST 12/312008 ID 1213/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
01-08-2009 15696 474934 C ll'O'ERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 132.25 
5521 W STATE ST 12/12/2008 to 12/1212008 
aotSE, ID 83703 
01-0S-2009 15896 474934 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 99.19 
5521 WSTAT!ST 12/17/2008 to 12/17/2008 
BOISE, 10 83703 
01-08-2009 15896 474934 C INTI:RMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 13.2.25 
5521WSTATEST 12/15/2008 to 12115/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
01-13-2009 15917 4755&4 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSIC.At.. TH~RAPY PT 115.51 
5521 WSTATEST 12/26/2008 to 12/2812008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
01-13-2009 15917 A75564 C INT!RMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 181.83 
5521 W STATE ST 12J2AJ2006 to 12/2-4/2008 
801SE, ID 83703 
01-20-2009 15939 476271 C INT!RMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 115.51 
5521 WSTATEST 12/28/200S to 12129/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
01-2~2009 15939 476271 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 148.57 
5521 W STATE ST 12/31/2008to 12/31/2008 
BOISE, ID 83703 
01-27-2009 15968 476938 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 148.57 
5521 WSTATEST 1212212ooato12/22/2008 
BOISE, 10 83703 
01-27-2009 15968 476938 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYS1CAL THERAPY PT 148.57 
5521 WSTATEST 1/12/2009 to 1(12/2009 
BOISE, ID 83703 
01-27-2009 18968 476938 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 148.57 
S521 W STATE ST 12/19/2008 to 12119/2008 
01-27-2009 15986 476936 C 
BOISE, 10 83703 
MARK R SHAL TRY CHT OTR PT 148.57 
IN'TERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY 55' 1/14J2009 to 1/1412009 
801~. ID 83704 MED, JACKSO~. CHARLES KERMIT AcctW11121 VI 
02-03-2009 15990 477573 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THeRAPY PT 115.51 
5521WSTATEST 1121/2009 to 1/21/2009 
BOISE, ID 83703 
02-03-2009 15990 477573 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THEAAPY PT 148.57 
552.1 W STATE ST 1/16/2009 to 1/18J2009 
02-10·2009 16007 478142 C 
BOISE, ID 83703 
MA9'K R SHAl..'fflY CKT OTR Pl 148.57 
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY 55< 1/23/2009 to 1/23/2009 
BOISE, ID 83704 
02-1~2009 18009 478144 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 148.57 
5521 W STATE ST 1122/2009 to 1'2212009 
801SI!, ID 83703 
Rtlcord OO)l9t: C = Chtdc, D,. DetJ/t o,C~ K "'Ktpt OIi Salery P • ~ Paid O" Owr P,ymfflt Co/1eCtfOII 
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 7 RM4~094 Printed 3/25/2011 4:17:54PM 
000538ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 2
03/28/2011 13:08 3758905 l NTERMl.NTAIN CLAIMS PAGE 09/09 
CITY OF BOISE - we 
CITY OF BOISE 
Claimant: JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT {WC2011080152] 
Claim Payments Listing (Checkbook) 
Grouped by Payment Cefegory 
Period from 1/111900 to 3/25/2011 
~ ··-- ·-- -~~~! __ !~~~~ !Y_!>_ ~~~~~~·-------· ·-- - --- .. _ ~u~_I_P~~~~)!~~c:~IJJI!~------ ---------- -··---Amthld 
. -:~~~~ ~ ~:~:,·~;,~::~::~·:;" · .. :~·::·i ::·.· ~~:> ~:·\~ .::_:: :;\~· >7~:;~~·;i; ~·~:;E~. ~ _::t l~) =·;· /'~t_: .. ~ ~ = ... -! ~·~~:-;~·-~·~:?~_;{; t;.:};~~:1rs~_,:~:·f ~·~='·.:·.:r~·}i':· }~f ~·~;{~ f_~\~f :i~~~i1;Jl!-~-r?f ~~jJ;~_ 
02-10-2009 18009 478144 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 148.57 
5521 WSTATEST 1/27/2009 to 1/27/2009 
02-10-2009 18009 47814' C 
BOISE, 10 83703 
INT!RMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 148.&7 
5521 WSTATEST 1/28/2009 to 112812C)(M1 
02-17-2009 18032 478927 C 
BOIS!, ID 83703 
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERA?Y PT 115.51 
5521 W STATE ST 1/3012009 to 1/30/2009 
BOISE, ID 83703 MED, JACKSON, CHAIIU.ES KERMn' Acct W1 1121 V. 
03-03-2009 18077 480073 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL. THERAPY PT 115.50 
5521 W STATE ST 2119/2009 to 2119/2009 
BOISE, ID 83703 MEO, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acot W11121 V\ 
03-04-2009 16003 4802.eO C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THEAAPY PT 218.74 
5521 W STAT! ST 2f17mo9 lo 2/1812009 
BOISE. 10 83703 MED, JACKSON, CHAP.LES KERMIT Ar:a W11121 V\ 
03-10,2009 16105 480830 C lNT'ERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 132.25 
~ 1WSTATEST 2/25/2009 to 2/25/2009 
BOISE, 10 83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARlES KERMIT Aed. W11121 V\ 
03-2~2009 16155 -4B2072 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT 115.St 
5521 W STATE ST 3/11/2009to3/11/2009 
B01Se, ID 83703 
03-,U-2009 18165 482072 C INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THEAAPY PT 11$.51 
5521 WSTA~ST 3/12'2009 to 3112/2009 
BOISE, ID 83708 
Paid In category 5,101.52 
Tctal Paid 39,602.79 




. ······ , ... ---·"'"""'rll~i~ 
INJURY / CARE 
RICHARD RADNOYICH. 0.0. 
4850 N. Rosrpoim Wy, Set. I 00 • Bois,·, TD 83713 
208.9,W.2100 Pb • 208.939.4411 Pax 
www.injurycarcmedic.tJccnlcr.com 
July 20, 2009 
Breck Seiniger 
Seiniger Law Offices 
942 W. Myrtle Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
RE: Kermit Jackson 
Date of Injury: August 5, 2008 
Dear Mr. Seiniger: 
Thank you for requesting an impairment rating on Kermit Jackson. As you 
will recall he is a 56-year-old gentleman who had an industrial injury on or about 
August 5, 2008. At that time he was doing his regular job working for the City of 
Boise. He was driving a tractor and was hit by a vehicle. He recalls that he held 
tightly onto the steering wheel and got jostled inside the cage of the tractor, he 
believes striking the components of the cage. He immediately had pain in the left 
shoulder which got worse as the day progressed. He was able to complete his 
shift and reported the injury. He was initially treated by occupational health 
conservatively with anti-inflammatory medications and exercises. Shortly after 
the injury he did get an MRI which did reportedly show full-thickness tears of the 
rotator cuff. He was seen by Dr. Hessing who recommended and eventually 
performed a repair of the left shoulder. The Claimant reports that after surgery 
he did well with physical therapy and regained function. He still, however, has 
significant symptoms. 
He reports that he has crepitation in his shoulder with activity, reduced 
range of motion, and dull, achy pain that is worse with activity and better with 
rest. He has used occasional over the counter medications for this. 
PAST MEDICAL HISTORY 
Diabetes, hypertension, gastroesophageal reflux disease, post-traumatic 
stress disorder. 






Kermit Jackson impairment rating Page 2 of 4 
Arthroscopic subacromial decompression, distal claviculectomy, labral 
debridement, excision of os acromiale and mini open rotator cuff repair, as noted 
above. 
MEDICATIONS 
Glipizide, lisinopril, lithium, metformin, Norco, Pepcid, Wellbutrin. 
FAMILY HISTORY 
No significant spine, bone, joint, or neuromuscular disorders in the family. 
SOCIAL HISTORY 
The Claimant works for the City of Boise in the parks department generally 
doing landscape work. He is divorced. Does not smoke, drinks socially. 
REVIEW OF SYSTEMS 
As noted above, otherwise non-contributory. 
PHYSICAL EXAM 
Height - in. Weight - 281 lb. Blood pressure -144/88 Pulse - 87 
GENERAL: The Claimant is alert, oriented, cooperative and pleasant. 
He appears about his stated age. No acute distress. Not toxic. Not ill 
appearing. He moves about the examination room and up and down off the 
examination table without difficulty. He participates in the examination fully and 
completely to the best of his apparent ability. 
UPPER EXTREMITIES: Observation reveals scars consistent with 
surgical history, left shoulder atrophy versus the right. There is some 
hypertonicity of the left shoulder girdle and non-specific tenderness. There is 
specific tenderness at the acromioclavicular joint. There is also 
acromioclavicular crepitation with passive and active range of motion. Range of 
motion measurements taken in accordance with The AMA Guides to the 
Evaluation of Permanent Impairment, 5th edition: abduction 120 degrees, 
adduction 20 degrees, flexion 120 degrees, extension 40 degrees, internal 
rotation 40 degrees, external rotation 60 degrees. 
AXIAL SKELETON: Spinal curves are grossly within normal limits. 
Paravertebral muscle tone is within normal limits, without significant 
hypertonicity, spasm, or trigger points. 
NEUROLOGIC: Alert and oriented X 3. Cranial nerves 2-11 are grossly 
intact. Hearing, speech, and mentation are within normal limits conversationally. 
Fund of knowledge is within normal limits. Strength is 5/5 for all muscles tested 
in the upper extremities and symmetric. Deep tendon reflexes are 2/4 and 
symmetric. The Claimant is able to manipulate fine objects, such as a pen for 
filling out forms, without difficulty. He is able to follow simple commands, such as 
positioning of body parts during the examination, without difficulty. 
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CHART REVIEW 
All charts provided are reviewed. These include office notes and 
operative reports from Dr. Hessing, operative report notes arthroscopic 
subacromial decompression, distal claviculectomy, labral debridement, excision 
of os acromiale and mini open rotator cuff repair; office notes from St. Alphonsus 
occupational health; imaging reports from lntermountain Medical Imaging, Dr. 
Gibson. 
IMPRESSION 
(1) Status post left shoulder rotator cuff repair, distal clavicle resection with 
residual restrictions in range of motion. 
CAUSATION 
To a reasonable degree of medical certainty, based on history and review 
of medical records, the industrial injury of August 5, 2008 is the cause of the 
above diagnoses and ongoing symptoms. 
IMPAIRMENT RATING 
Previous raters have used The AMA Guides to the Evaluation of 
Permanent Impairment, 5th Edition. For consistency that edition will be used 
here. The AMA Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment, 5th edition 
specify on p. 505, Section 16.7b that impairment ratings for decreased range of 
motion should be combined with impairments for arthroplasty. This Claimant's 
distal clavicle resection is a 10% upper extremity impairment. Range of motion 
impairments are as follows and use Figures 16-38, 16-40, 16-43 and 16-44, p. 
475-478. Abduction to 120 degrees is a 3% upper extremity impairment. 
Adduction to 20 degrees is a 1% impairment. Flexion to 120 degrees is a 4% 
impairment. Extension to 40 degrees is a 1 % impairment. Internal rotation to 40 
degrees is a 3% impairment. External rotation to 60 degrees is a 0% impairment. 
These are added for a 12% upper extremity impairment. Upper extremity 
impairments for the distal claviculectomy and range of motion loss are combined 
using the combined values chart on p. 604. 12% combines with 10% for a 21% 
upper extremity impairment. Table 16-3, p. 439 is used to convert the upper 
extremity of 21 % to a whole person impairment of 13%, as subject to 
apportionment as calculated below. 
APPORTIONMENT 
The Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment, 5th edition, sets 
forth the requirements for apportionment on p.11. These include documentation 
of a prior factor, the current permanent impairment is greater as a result of the 
prior factor, and there is evidence indicating the prior factor caused or contributed 
to the impairment. The Guides specify that all of these must be present for 
apportionment to occur. In this Claimant's case his underlying os acromiale does 
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appear to meet this criteria. I believe 30% is attributable to underlying pathology. 
Therefore his final whole person impairment rating is 8%. 
TREATMENT 
There is no specific additional treatment required for his shoulder. The 
Claimant should be advised to maintain strength of the shoulder. He can use 
over the counter analgesics and anti-inflammatory medications prn. 
RESTRICTIONS 
No repetitive (greater than 30% of the workday) overhead work. No 
repetitive lifting greater than 50 pounds. These restrictions are in place to 
prevent disease aggravation or progression, and as such should be considered 
permanent. In addition, there are occupational requirements that are 
unforeseeable, therefore this list should not be considered exhaustive or all-
inclusive. 
SUMMARY 
Kermit Jackson had an industrial injury on August 5, 2008. As a result of 
that injury he has a final whole person impairment rating of 8% as calculated and 
apportioned above. He does not require any additional treatment, but has 
permanent work restrictions as noted above. 




Richard Radnovich, D.O., C.I.M.E. 
RR:amt:srh 
March 12, 2010 
VIA FAX TO 375-8905 
Karen Meredith 
Intermountain Claims, Inc. 
Boise, ID 83711-4367 
 RE: Jackson v. Boise City Parks and Recreation 
  Surety Claim No.: BOI08-04140 
Dear Ms. Meredith: 
Our client has authorized us to offer a lump sum settlement for the above case in the sum of 
$29,692.00 in new money (less PPI already paid), calculated as follows: 
1. Permanent Partial Impairment, $13,596.00 (less PPI already paid of $4,078.80 
[4% upper extremity]). As you know, Dr. Radnovich has given a PPI rating of 8%
whole person to Kermit. Dr. Hessing, in his Final Evaluation of 12/22/09, was unable 
to successfully refute Dr. Radnovich’s well-reasoned opinion, and apparently neither 
Dr. Hessing nor the surety was able to cite legal authority to support Dr. Hessing’s 
12/22/09 “legal conclusions,” even though I requested this in my letter of 1/27/10. 
Without either a medical basis or a legal basis to support their position, the surety is 
obligated to pay the 8% impairment in full.  
2. Permanent Partial Disability, $13,596.00. Dr. Radnovich issued permanent work 
restrictions as follows: “No repetitive (greater than 30% of the workday) overhead 
work. No repetitive lifting greater than 50 pounds. These restrictions are in place to 
prevent disease aggravation or progression, and as such should be considered 
permanent. In addition, there are occupational requirements that are unforeseeable, 
therefore this list should not be considered exhaustive or all inclusive.” In addition, 
Kermit continues to suffer ongoing pain, which further limits his functionality. We 
believe these factors equate to an additional 8% disability beyond impairment. 
3. Future Medical Benefits, $1,500.00. It is likely that Kermit will need medical 
treatment in the future to address the likely onset of degenerative disease or related 
problems that typically occur in the years following joint surgery.  
4. Lump Sum Consideration, $1,000.00.
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U NITED S T A TES BANKRUPTCY C OURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO PROOF OF CLAIM 
Name of Debtor: Case Number: 
U.S. COURTS 
John Patrick Crow, dba Jalking J, a part-time hobby business and 14-00080-JDP 
Jennifer Jo Crow DEC 1 5 201't 1211 E. Bannock Street. Boise, Idaho 83712 
NOTE: Do not use this form to make a claim for an administrative expense that arises after the bankruptcy filing. You Rcvd Filed Time_ -may file a request for payment of an adm inistrative expense according to 11 U.S.C. § 503. ELIZABETH A. SMITH 
Name of Creditor (the person or other entity to whom the debtor owes money or property): CLERK, DISTRICT OF !DA;~•~ 
Kermit Jackson 
COURT USE ONLY 
Name and address where notices should be sent: 0 Check this box if this claim amends a 
c/o Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr. previously filed claim. 
942 Myrtle Street 
Boise, Idaho Court Claim Number: 




Name and address where payment should be sent (if different from above): 0 Check this box if you are aware that 
anyone else has filed a proof of claim 
relating to this claim. Attach copy of 
statement giving particulars. 
Telephone number: email: 
I. Amount of Claim as of Date Case Filed: $ bl,UHS.oo 
Approximate unliquidat ed val ue of claim subj ect t o a workera compensati on subrogat i on cla im of 
If all or part of the claim is secured, complete item 4. appro ximately $38,122.39 held by t he City o f Boise . 
!fall or part of the claim is entitled to priority, complete item 5. 
O Check this box if the claim includes interest or other charges in add it ion to the principal amount of the claim. Attach a statement that itemizes interest or charges. 
2. Basis for C laim: Personal lniurv 
(See instruction #2) 
3. Last four digits of any number 3a. Debtor may have scheduled account as: 3b. Uniform Claim Identifier (optional) : 
by which creditor identifies debtor: 
2 6 9 5 
Personal Injury 
<See instruction #3a) (See instruction 113b) 
Amount of arrearage and other charges, as of the time case was filed, 
4. Secured Claim (See instruction #4) included in secured claim, if any: 
Check the appropriate box if the claim is secured by a lien on property or a right of 
setoff, attach required redacted documents, and provide the requested information. s 
Nature of property or right of setoff: 0 Real Estate 0 Motor Vehicle O Other Basis for perfection: 
Describe: 
Value of Property: $ Amount of Secured Claim: s 
Annual Interest Rate % OFixed or OVariable Amount Unsecured: s ---(when case was filed) 
S. Amount of Claim Entitled to Priority under 11 U.S.C. § 507 (a). If a ny part of tbe claim falls into one of the following categories, check the box specifying 
the priority and state the amount. 
0 Domestic support obligations under 11 0 Wages, salaries, or commissions (up to $12,475•) 0 Contributions to an 
U.S.C. § 507 (a){I XA) or (a)(l)(B). earned within 180 days before the case was filed or the employee benefit plan -
debtor's business ceased, whichever is earlier - 11 U.S.C. § 507 (aX5). 
11 U.S.C. § 507 (a)(4). Amount entitled to priority: 
0 Up to $2,775* of deposits toward 0 Taxes or penalties owed to governmental units - 0 Other - Specify $ 0.00 
purchase, lease, or rental of property or 11 U.S.C. § 507 (a)(8). applicable paragraph of 
services for personal, family, or household 11 U.S.C. § 507 (a){_). 
use - 11 U.S.C. § 507 (aX7). 
*Amounts are subject to adjustment on 410/116 and every 3 years thereafter with respect to cases commenced on or after the date of adjustment. 
6. Credits. The amount of all payments on this claim has been credited for the purpose of making this proof of claim. (See instruction 116) 
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7. Documents: Attached are redacted copies of any documents that support the claim, such as promissory notes, purchase orders, invoices, itemized statements of 
running accounts, contracts, judgments, mortgages, security agreements, or, in the case of a claim based on an open-end or revolving consumer credit agreement, a 
statement providing the infonnation required by FRBP 3001(cX3XA). If the claim is secured, box 4 has been completed, and redacted copies of documents providing 
evidence of perfection of a security interest are attached. If the claim is secured by the debtor's principal residence, the Mortgage Proof of Claim Attachment is being 
filed with this claim. (See instruction 117, and the definition of "redacted".) 
DO NOT SEND ORIGINAL DOCUMENTS. AnACHED DOCUMENTS MAY BE DESTROYED AFTER SCANNING. 
If the documents are not available, please explain: 
8. Signature: (See instruction #8) 
Check the appropriate box. 
0 I am the creditor. ~I am the creditor's authorized agent. 0 I am the trustee, or the debtor, 
or their authorized agent. 
0 I am a guarantor, surety, indorser, or other codebtor. 
(See Bankruptcy Rule 3005.) 
(See Bankruptcy Rule 3004.) 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the infonnation provided in this claim is true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and reasonable belief. 
Print Name: Wm. Breck Seiniqer, Jr. 
Title: __,_A""tt""o""rn'""e""v.,__ ____________ _ 
Company: 
Address and tclc.Phone number (if different from notice address above): 
942 Myrtle ::,treet 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone number: (208) 345-1000 email: wbs@seiniaerlaw.com 
12/12/2014 
(Signature) (Date) 
Penalty/or presentmgfraudulent claim: Fine ofup to $500,000 or imprisonment for up to 5 years, or both. 18 U.S.C. §§ 152 and 3571 . 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR PROOF OF CLAIM FORM 
The instructions and definitions below are general explanations of the law. In certain circumstances, such as bankruptcy cases not filed voluntarily by the debtor, 
exceptions to these general rules may apply. 
Items to be completed in Proof of Claim form 
Court, Name of Debtor, and Case Number: 
Fill in the federal judicial district in which the bankruptcy case was filed (for 
example, Central District of California), the debtor's full name, and the case 
number. If the creditor received a notice of the case from the bankruptcy court, 
all of this information is at the top of the notice. 
Creditor's Name and Address: 
Fill in the name of the person or entity asserting a claim and the name and 
address of the person who should receive notices issued during the bankruptcy 
case. A separate space is provided for the payment address if it differs from the 
notice address. The creditor has a continuing obligation to keep the court 
informed of its current address. See Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 
(FRBP) 2002(g). 
I. Amount of Cla im as of Date Case J<'iled: 
State the total amount owed to the creditor on the date of the bankruptcy filing. 
Follow the instructions concerning whether to complete items 4 and 5. Check 
the box if interest or other charges are included in the claim. 
2. Basis for Claim: 
State the type of debt or how it was incurred. Examples include goods sold, 
money loaned, services performed, personal injury/wrongful death, car loan, 
mortgage note, and credit card. If the claim is based on delivering health care 
goods or services, limit the disclosure of the goods or services so as to avoid 
embarrassment or the disclosure of confidential health care information. You 
may be required to provide additional disclosure if an interested party objects to 
the claim. 
3. Last Four Digits of Any Number by Which Creditor Identifies Debtor: 
State only the last four digits of the debtor's account or other number used by the 
creditor to identify the debtor. 
Ja. Debtor May Have Scheduled Account As: 
Report a change in the creditor's name, a transferred claim, or any other 
information that clarifies a difference between this proof of claim and the claim 
as scheduled by the debtor. 
Jb. Uniform Claim Identifier: 
If you use a uniform claim identifier, you may report it here. A uniform claim 
identifier is an optional 24-character identifier that certain large creditors use to 
facilitate electronic payment in chapter 13 cases. 
4. Secured Claim: 
Check whether the claim is fullv or oartiallv secured. Skip this section if the 
claim is entirely unsecured. (See Definitions.) If the claim is secured, check the 
box for the nature and value of property that secures the claim, attach copies of I ien 
documentation, and state, as of the date of the bankruptcy filing, the annual interest 
rate (and whether it is fixed or variable), and the amount past due on the claim. 
S. Amount of Claim Entitled to Priority Under 11 U.S.C. § 507 (a). 
If any portion of the claim falls into any category shown, check the appropriate 
box(es) and state the amount entitled to priority. (See Definitions.) A claim may 
be partly priority and partly non-priority. For example, in some of the categories, 
the law limits the amount entitled to priority. 
6. Credits: 
An authorized signature on this proof of claim serves as an acknowledgment that 
when calculating the amount of the claim, the creditor gave the debtor credit for 
any payments received toward the debt. 
7. Documents: 
Attach redacted copies of any documents that show the debt exists and a lien 
secures the debt. You must also attach copies of documents that evidence perfection 
of any security interest and documents required by FRBP 300 I ( c) for claims based 
on an open-end or revolving consumer credit agreement or secured by a security 
interest in the debtor' s principal residence. You may also attach a summary in 
addition to the documents themselves. FRBP 3001(c) and (d). If the claim is based 
on delivering health care goods or services, limit disclosing confidential health care 
information. Do not send original documents, as attachments may be destroyed 
after scanning. 
8. Date and Signature: 
The individual completing this proof of claim must sign and date it. FRBP 901 1. 
If the claim is filed electronically, FRBP 5005(aX2) authorizes courts to establish 
local rules specifying what constitutes a signature. If you sign this fonn, you 
declare under penalty of perjury that the information provided is true and correct to 
the best of your knowledge, infonnation, and reasonable belief. Your signature is 
also a certification that the claim meets the requirements of FRBP 901 J(b). 
Whether the claim is filed electronically or in person, if your name is on the 
signature I ine, you are responsible for the declaration. Print the name and title, if 
any, of the creditor or other person authorized to file this claim. State the filer's 
address and telephone number if it differs from the address given on the top of the 
form for purposes of receiving notices. If the claim is filed by an authorized agent, 
provide both the name of the individual filing the claim and the name of the agent. 
If the authorized agent is a servicer, identify the corporate servicer as the company. 
Criminal penalties apply for making a false statement on a proof of claim. 
Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr. (ISB #2387) 
SEINIGER LAW  
942 Myrtle Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Voice: (208) 345-1000 
Fax: (208) 345-4700 
Email: WBS@SeinigerLaw.com 
Attorney for the Plaintiff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 






Case No.  CV-PI-10-15546
THIRD DECLARATION OF WM BRECK 
SEINIGER, JR. RE: PENDING 
MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT
Comes now Wm Breck Seiniger, Jr. pursuant to I.R.Civ.P. 7(d) and Idaho Code Section 9-
1406 and declares as follows: 
1. I am the attorney for the Plaintiff Jackson in the above-entitled action, and as such have 
personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein. 
Electronically Filed
3/10/2017 3:29:35 PM
Fourth Judicial District, Ada County
Christopher D. Rich, Clerk of the Court
By: Lusina Heiskari, Deputy Clerk
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2. This third declaration is filed in support of Plaintiff Jackson’s pending Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment Re: Liability and Plaintiff Jackson’s Motion to Amend Complaint, and 
for such other purposes as may arise in this case as revealed by the motions and memoranda 
filed by the Plaintiff Jackson. 
3. My previous declarations related to this motion included Exhibits A through I. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit J is a true and authentic copy of the Idaho Supreme Court 
Repository entry for State of Idaho v. Jennifer J. Crow, Ada County Case No. CR-IN-2008-
35023.  Plaintiff Jackson’s Counsel’s office has been advised by the Clerk of the Court 
because of its age the file in this case has been destroyed and that a copy of the entry of 
judgment is not available. Plaintiff Jackson’s Counsel is not aware of what is actually 
retained by the clerk of the court that might otherwise proof Defendant Crow pled guilty to 
the charge involved. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit K is a true and authentic copy of the portion of Defendant Crow’s 
response to Plaintiff Jackson’s initial discovery served by Defendant Crow on July 14, 2011.   
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit L is a true and authentic copy of my letter to Farmers Insurance 
Company of April 10, 2009 requesting the policy limits of defendant Crow’s policy covering 
the collision in this case. To the best of my knowledge I did not receive written response to 
this letter setting forth the policy limits. However, at some point I develop the understanding 
that defendant Crow had a limit of $50,000 with respect to a single claim. In candor, I cannot 
presently recall the source of this understanding, but my impression until today was that I had 
been advised of it by one of Defendant Crow’s Counsel. Again, I want to emphasize that I do 
not have a present recollection of either Mr. Stacey or Mr. Evett having provided me with 
this information. 
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7. Attached hereto as Exhibit M as a true and authentic copy of the declaration sheet showing 
the policy limits of Defendant Crow’s policy with Farmers insurance company applicable to 
this case. 
8. Attached hereto as Exhibit N as a true and correct copy of an email from Defendant Crow’s 
counsel indicating that despite the fact that Farmers insurance company policy was requested 
from Farmers by Defendant Crow’s counsel in 2011 Farmers has not yet produced it. 
9. Attached hereto as Exhibit O is a true and correct copy of the letter of Plaintiff Jackson’s 
Counsel sent to Bankruptcy Trustee Jeremy Gugino on May 13, 2016 explain the 
circumstances that as a practical matter prevented Plaintiff Jackson’s Counsel from seeking 
leave from the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of Idaho to proceed with this 
action in Idaho state court. 
10. Although Plaintiff Jackson’s Counsel’s communications with are protected by the attorney-
client privilege, Plaintiff Jackson’s Counsel sought permission from Bankruptcy Trustee 
Gugino to disclose Exhibit O in this case. Bankruptcy Trustee Gugino request of the Plaintiff 
Jackson’s counsel sent him another copy of the letter to review on March 8, 2017. After 
reviewing the letter Bankruptcy Trustee Gugino gave Plaintiff Jackson’s counsel authority to 
disclose it to the court and opposing counsel in this case. See, Exhibit P attached hereto, 
which is a true and authentic copy of an email that Plaintiff Jackson’s Counsel received from
on March 9, 2017. As evidenced by Exhibit P, in granting this permission Trustee Gugino 
requested that I inform this Court of the following facts: 
a. The debtors had a partial exemption in the proceeds (which Trustee Gugino 
negotiated), so share of the proceeds would have been even smaller.   
b. Trustee Gugino believes that there were other liens associated with the lawsuit (tax, 
medical).   
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c. The cause of action was “abandoned by operation of law once the case closed” (On 
12/17/2013.) 
d. Trustee Gugino had a duty to efficiently administer cases.  Had Trustee Gugino kept 
the case open until now (4 years) for such a low possible return, he would have been 
in dereliction of his duties as a Trustee. 
e. At the time that Trustee Gugino decided to close the case, the subrogation issue was 
still there and the county was not willing to negotiate on that point – rendering the 
lawsuit pretty much worthless to him. 
11. Attached hereto as Exhibit P is a true and authentic copy of the notification of Boise City’s 
subrogation claim arising out of Plaintiff Jackson’s workers compensation case relating to the 
collision caused by Defendant Crow. 
12. Attached hereto as Exhibit Q is a true and authentic copy of the accounting of Boise City’s 
subrogation claim received the representative of Boise City totaling $39,602.79 in medical 
bills and PPD benefits. 
I declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Idaho that the foregoing is 
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 
Dated March 10, 2017. 
Wm Breck Seiniger, Jr.  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on March 10, 2017, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document was served as follows: 
Jade Stacey/Josh Evett
ELAM & BURKE, P.A.
251 East Front Street Suite 300 
P. O. Box 1539




Wm Breck Seiniger, Jr.  
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3  Cases Found.
State of Idaho vs. Jennifer J Crow
No hearings scheduled









01/31/2012 I49-640 Driving-Yield Right of Way on
Unmarked or Uncontrolled Intersection 
Officer:  Parker, Robin, BO
1485212 Finding: Guilty 





 02/08/2012 New Case Filed - Infraction
 02/23/2012 Ada Default Letter- Overdue - Step 1, Failure to Appear - Charge # 1, Driving-Yield Right of
Way on Unmarked or Uncontrolled Intersection Appearance date: 2/23/2012
 02/23/2012 STATUS CHANGED: Closed pending clerk action
 02/24/2012 STATUS CHANGED: closed
 
State of Idaho vs. Jennifer J Crow
No hearings scheduled









08/05/2008 I49-630 Driving On Wrong Side Of
Highway 
Officer:  Wiggins, Gary, BO
1317957 Finding: Guilty 





 08/06/2008 New Case Filed - Infraction
 08/20/2008 Finding of Guilty (I49-630 Driving On Wrong Side Of Highway)
 08/20/2008 STATUS CHANGED: closed pending clerk action
 08/20/2008 Sentenced To Pay Fine 75.00 charge: I49-630 Driving On Wrong Side Of Highway






Joshua S. Evett 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 E. Front St., Ste. 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone: (208) 343-5454 
Facsimile: (208) 384-5844 
j se@elamburke.com 
ISB #5587 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT 




JENNIFER J. CROW, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CV PI 1015546 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS AND 
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF'S INITIAL 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
Defendant in this action, by and through her attorneys of record Elam & Burke, P.A., 
hereby submits the following objections and responses to the requests for production of 
documents contained within Plaintiff's Initial Interrogatories, Requests for Admission and 
Requests for Production dated June 9, 2011, pursuant to Rule 34(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO 
PLAINTIFF'S INITIAL REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION - l 
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UIBOUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 31: Please roduce co ies of an olicy of 
insurance which romises to defend or indemni ou from liability for an 
RESPONSE: Plaintiff's automobile insurance policy has been r uested and will be 
roduced u on recei t. 
DATED this ~ay of July, 2011. 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
By: Aj(),~ 
Joshua S. Evett, of the firm 
Attorneys for Defendant 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO 
PLAINTIFF'S INITIAL REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION - 14 
April 10, 2009 
SENT VIA FACSIMILE: 895-5352 
Farmers Insurance Company 
Attn: Erin 
3071 East Franklin Road Ste. 210 
Meridian, ID  83642 
Re: Our client:  Kermit Charles Jackson
  Claim Number: Unknown
  Date of Injury: 8/05/2008 
  Your insured:  Jennifer J. Crow
Dear Erin: 
 Please be advised that this office has been retained by the above-named client, Kermit 
Charles Jackson, with regard to certain injuries sustained as a result of the negligence of your 
insured, Jennifer J. Crow.
 We request that you provide to us a statement of the following information with 
regard to each known policy of liability insurance of your insured, including excess or 
umbrella insurance:  
 1. The name of the insurer;  
 2. The name of each insured;   
 3. The limits of liability coverage; 
 4. A statement of any policy or coverage defense which such insurer reasonably 
believes available to such insurer at the time of filing such statement.  
 5. A copy of any statement which you have taken, including any statement taken 
from our client. 
 We further request that you provide us with a copy of all applicable insurance 
policies with declaration sheets.  Please forward our request for information to all affected 
insurers.  All affected insurers are asked to respond to this request promptly to avoid filing of 
a lawsuit at this time.  It is very important that you forward to us copies of any and all 
statements that you have which were made by our client at this time.   Thank you for 
your cooperation in this matter.  
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Cordially yours, 
Wm. Breck Seiniger, Jr.  




t • . 
• ( 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ay of July, 2011, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document to be served as follows: 
Wm. Breck Seiniger 
Seiniger Law Offices, P.A. 
942 Myrtle Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
v U.S. Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
__ Federal Express 
Facsimile - 345-4700 
Joshua S. Evett 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO 






Company name: DECLARATIONS 
FARMERS INSURANCE COMPANY OF IDAHO, POCATELLO, I DAHO 
A STOCK INSURANCE COMPANY, HEREIN CALLED THE COMPANY 
Transaction type: CHANGE. RATE CLAS s 
The Effective date is from TIME APPLIED FOR. * * * * TI1e policy may be renewed for an additional policy term, as specified 
io the renewal offer, each time the Company offers to renew by sending a bill fo r the required renewal p remium, and the insured pays said 
premium in advance of the respective renewal date. The Policy is issued in reliance upon the statements in the Declaration s. 
lnsured's name and address: 
JOHN PARTRICK CROW 
Issuing office: 
P. O. BOX 4820 
POCATELLO, ID 83205 
Description of vehicle 
1995 MERCEDES-BENZ 300 D 
Policy number: 7 5 1 8 2 6 1 • 2 6 • 8 9 
Policy edition: 0 1 
Effective dllfe: 06 · 30 · 2 00 8 
Expirntiondllfe: 10 · 29 · 2008 
fxpirllfiontime: 12: 00 NOON Standard Time 
PREMATIC NO LJ26857 
Agent: Robert C Gagnon 
Agentno: 75 35 386 Agentphone: (208) 376 · 2806 
Moj or Minor Acciden~ 
0 
Coverages * Entr1es In th011sands of dollars. (See Reverie Side for Coverage De1ignation1) 
11111!::/lfr:l~!l ~:::i:•1::i::;!i!:fiii1r1~llil:i\• Ili:l::1:; i~:-;f~:i:;~~!~1'.ti::10i:1 :~11i1irl~!~iff t:::i:::i::::i:11::1::tl~~:::1:i .1~-~~~:11~ii1=:i!:.1i~1i1:;1iilii: 
• • * 100 300 100 
Eoch Each 
Per1on Occurrence 














* • 100 / 300 NC XXX i XXX 5,000 500 
Each Each XXX i XXX Person Occurrence 
500 
* NOT COV NC NC 
::r=:rntfoiUreif( f••••• 
1 7 • 8 o Uoh. Medico! 






Messages / rating Information 
DED. REDUCED TO $100 FOR GLASS LOSS. 
Car Symbols: BI/PD(12) MED/PIP(l6) Phys.Damage( 5) 
Household Composition Code (A2413) 
COVERAGE FOR Ell67 IS K4 
SEE ENDORSEMENT E0022. 
COMMUTER, LESS THAN 10 MI , ONE WAY, UNDER AGE 50. 
PLEASE CONTACT YOUR FARMERS AGENT FOR A FREE 
FARMERS FRIENDLY REVIEW TO ENSURE THAT YOUR 
FAMILY IS PROPERLY PROTECTED AND THAT YOU ARE 
RECEIVING ALL OF THE DISCOUNTS/CREDITS, COVERAGES 
AND PACKAGE POLICIES AVAILABLE. 




P revious Balance 
P remium 
Fees 
Payments or Credits 
Total 
ANY 10TAL" BAI.ANCE OR CREDIT 
OF $0. 00 OR lESS Will 
BE APPLIED TO YOUR NEXT BILLING. 
BALANCES OVER $ 0 • 0 0 
ARE DUE UPON RECEIPT. 
Lienholder or other Interest: CounterslgnoltJr e 
56-5002 6TH EDITION 8-07 75 18261·26·89 
~L2~, 
~-dRof orize epre1ent ive 
07-01 - 2008 (500261 C 
 
Jade C. Stacey 
Elam & Burke, P.A. 
251 E. Front St., Ste. 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
(208) 343-5454 




Transmitted Electronically to Expedite Communication 
May 13, 2016
Jeremy Gugino 
Chapter 7 Trustee 
410 S. Orchard St., Ste. 144 
Boise, ID  83705 
Voice Phone: (208) 342-1590 
Fax: (208) 344-0785 
Email: gugino@cableone.net 
Re: Idaho Bankruptcy Case No. 13-00189-T LM, Kermit and Rhonda Jackson 
Dear Trustee Gugino, 
I am writing to you about the above referenced bankruptcy.  As you may recall, I 
represented Kermit Jackson in a personal injury case, Jackson V Crow, Ada County Case 
Number CV-PI-10-13296.  This case was complicated by the fact that Mr. Jackson’s workers 
compensation surety had a large lein on the case, the defendant essentially made no substantial 
offer, and there were going to be a lot of costs incurred in taking the case to trial.  My 
recollection is that you decided not to pursue the case if it would require the trustee to put up any 
costs, but that we did work out some kind of a recovery split arrangement to try and encourage 
Mr. Jackson to go forward with the case if he chose to put up the costs himself.   
Because there was both a workers compensation subrogation lien on the case and based 
upon the bankruptcy and Mr. Jackson having to put up costs going forward, there was essentially 
no economic justification and is pursuing the case further.  Mr. Jackson, at the time, did not want 
to put up costs to continue the case and therefore the civil case essentially went nowhere, though 
it has not been dismissed.   
Now that Mr. and Mrs. Jackson have been dismissed from bankruptcy it is my 
understanding that they are free to pursue their claims against Mrs. Crow’s insurance company 
(Mrs. Crow also took on a bankruptcy and has been discharged) and to keep whatever I am able 
to recover in that case, assuming that anything can be recovered at all, less is costs and attorney’s
fees and the workers compensation subrogation interest.  Under those circumstances Mr. Jackson 
may want me to continue to try to prosecute the civil case.   
Frankly, because the case became so complicated I was reluctant to pursue it after the 
filing of his bankruptcy, and the bankruptcy of the defendant, because I could not in good 
000473ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 3
conscience advise Mr. Jackson to incur liability for costs in a case in which he was likely to get 
little if anything at the end of the day.  However, if the bankruptcy estate no longer seeks any 
recover from the proceeds of any judgment or settlement that can be achieved in the civil case 
that is a different matter?  Would you please let me know what your position is on this case?  
Thank you for your kind attention. 
Sincerely, 
Wm Breck Seiniger, Jr.  
000474ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 3
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---,-~~ lnter/11()(/11/dill Cltlims Inc. 
IDAHO Boise • Idaho Falls• Lewiston • Pocatello• Twin Falls MONTANA Billings• Missoula OREGON Portland UTAH Salt Lake City• St. George 
August17,2010 
ANDREW MARSH 
942 W MYRTLE ST 
BOISE ID 83702 




Dear Mr. Marsh: 




We understand that you filed suit on August 5, 2010 to protect the statute of ltmitations 
on the liability claim. We want to remind you that we still have first rights to recovery 
under Section 72-223 of the Idaho Workers' Compensation Act. We are subrogated to 
the rights of the employee to recover against any third party liable for the accident to the 
extent of the employer's compensation liability. 
Please keep us updated as to any settlement you may be entering into with the third 
party carrier, Farmers Insurance. 
Sincerely, 
;?~~~· 1 
Jr~n Meredith : . 
Senior Claims Adjuster 
CC: City of Bois.e ·:· IREC~ .~UG 1.9 .2010 . . , 4 . ·. . ., · .· 
. . . ·. {' , .- .t ; , 
l ; ,. 
'· 
. : ,: ... . .. .... 
•.·•• · , · J. ,,:. 
.. : ·= : 
P.O. Box 4367 • Boise, Idaho 83711-4367 • (208) 323-7571 • Fax (208) 375-8905 
www.intermountainclaims.com 
I.R.E. 1006 Summary
Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
Claimant:












Record types: C = Check, D = Debit or Credit  K = Kept on Salary   P = Post Paid   O = Over Payment Collection
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC 8 RM4_094  Printed 4/6/2012  3:16:57PM
Paid in Category
Physical Therapy  [PT]
Paid in Category




Doctor/Outpatient Medical Provider  [OUT]
Medical Other  [OTH]
Paid in Category
Paid in Category
Nurse Case Management  [NCM]
Paid in Category
Kept on Salary: TTD  [KOS/TTD]
Paid in Category
Hospital Outpatient  [HO]
Durable Medical Equipment  [DME]
Paid in Category
Payee / Address Purpose / Period(s) / Description
Medical Bill Review  [ADM]
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
JACKSON,  CHARLES  KERMIT  [WC2011080152]
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Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
Claimant:
Date Chk # Tran ID Ty Amt Paid
08-28-2008 15432 425398 C 2.20
09-02-2008 15444 425514 C 2.20
09-02-2008 15444 425514 C 2.20
09-02-2008 15444 425514 C 2.20
09-22-2008 15534 427494 C 2.20
09-29-2008 15558 454004 C 6.43
10-09-2008 15605 468105 C 2.20
10-21-2008 15635 468992 C 4.55
11-11-2008 15702 470707 C 3.30
11-11-2008 15702 470707 C 35.37
11-11-2008 15702 470707 C 123.56
11-18-2008 15719 471405 C 2.20
11-25-2008 15735 471958 C 6.59
11-25-2008 15735 471958 C 3.18
11-25-2008 15735 471958 C 4.47
11-25-2008 15735 471958 C 5.51
11-25-2008 15735 471958 C 2.20
12-02-2008 15757 472388 C 10.97
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
JACKSON,  CHARLES  KERMIT  [WC2011080152]
Payee / Address Purpose / Period(s) / Description
Medical Bill Review  [ADM]
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
950 S CHERRY ST  STE 1600 8/25/2008 to 8/25/2008
DENVER,  CO  80246
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
950 S CHERRY ST  STE 1600 8/28/2008 to 8/28/2008
DENVER,  CO  80246
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
950 S CHERRY ST  STE 1600 8/28/2008 to 8/28/2008
DENVER,  CO  80246
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
950 S CHERRY ST  STE 1600 8/28/2008 to 8/28/2008
DENVER,  CO  80246
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
950 S CHERRY ST  STE 1600 9/18/2008 to 9/18/2008
DENVER,  CO  80246
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
950 S CHERRY ST  STE 1600 9/24/2008 to 9/24/2008
DENVER,  CO  80246
CORVEL MEDCHECK ADM
6455 S YOSEMITE ST STE 700 10/7/2008 to 10/7/2008
GREENWOOD VILLAGE,  CO  80111
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 10/16/2008 to 10/16/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/4/2008 to 11/4/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/8/2008 to 11/8/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/8/2008 to 11/8/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/10/2008 to 11/10/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/14/2008 to 11/14/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/14/2008 to 11/14/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/18/2008 to 11/18/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/18/2008 to 11/18/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/20/2008 to 11/20/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 11/26/2008 to 11/26/2008
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Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
12-09-2008 15782 472881 C 5.57
12-09-2008 15782 472881 C 6.44
12-09-2008 15782 472881 C 14.80
12-11-2008 15803 473169 C 6.59
12-11-2008 15803 473169 C 6.59
12-11-2008 15803 473169 C 30.80
12-16-2008 15826 473532 C 6.26
12-16-2008 15826 473532 C 5.25
12-16-2008 15826 473532 C 5.25
12-16-2008 15826 473532 C 5.25
12-16-2008 15826 473532 C 6.26
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 8.50
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 2.20
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 6.26
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 6.26
12-23-2008 15850 473989 C 6.26
01-06-2009 15893 474931 C 6.26
01-06-2009 15893 474931 C 5.25
01-06-2009 15893 474931 C 6.26
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/3/2008 to 12/3/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/3/2008 to 12/3/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/2/2008 to 12/2/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/8/2008 to 12/8/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
Medical Bill Review  [ADM]
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/9/2008 to 12/9/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/10/2008 to 12/10/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/13/2008 to 12/13/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/13/2008 to 12/13/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/13/2008 to 12/13/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/13/2008 to 12/13/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/13/2008 to 12/13/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/20/2008 to 12/20/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/17/2008 to 12/17/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/20/2008 to 12/20/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/20/2008 to 12/20/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 12/20/2008 to 12/20/2008
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/1/2009 to 1/1/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/1/2009 to 1/1/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/1/2009 to 1/1/2009
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Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
01-13-2009 15912 475559 C 5.49
01-13-2009 15912 475559 C 8.62
01-20-2009 15934 476266 C 6.59
01-20-2009 15934 476266 C 6.50
01-27-2009 15962 476932 C 7.60
01-27-2009 15962 476932 C 6.50
01-27-2009 15962 476932 C 7.60
01-27-2009 15962 476932 C 6.50
02-03-2009 15986 477569 C 5.49
02-03-2009 15986 477569 C 6.50
02-10-2009 16005 478140 C 6.50
02-10-2009 16005 478140 C 6.50
02-10-2009 16005 478140 C 6.50
02-10-2009 16005 478140 C 6.50
02-17-2009 16028 478923 C 5.49
03-03-2009 16071 480066 C 8.50
03-03-2009 16071 480066 C 6.85
03-04-2009 16092 480259 C 5.50
03-10-2009 16102 480827 C 3.77
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/6/2009 to 1/6/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/8/2009 to 1/8/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/17/2009 to 1/17/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/13/2009 to 1/13/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/20/2009 to 1/20/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/20/2009 to 1/20/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/24/2009 to 1/24/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
Medical Bill Review  [ADM]
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/24/2009 to 1/24/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/30/2009 to 1/30/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 1/28/2009 to 1/28/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/3/2009 to 2/3/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/3/2009 to 2/3/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/3/2009 to 2/3/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/6/2009 to 2/6/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/11/2009 to 2/11/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/27/2009 to 2/27/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 2/27/2009 to 2/27/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/2/2009 to 3/2/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/5/2009 to 3/5/2009
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Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
03-10-2009 16102 480827 C 6.52
03-17-2009 16125 481431 C 8.50
03-24-2009 16148 482065 C 5.49
03-24-2009 16148 482065 C 5.49
04-14-2009 16225 483921 C 3.77
05-12-2009 16326 486053 C 3.77
06-03-2009 16403 487732 C 3.30
06-23-2009 16478 489496 C 6.57
11-05-2009 16983 849607 C 14.80
549.55
12-09-2008 15798 472897 C 405.00
12-23-2008 15870 474009 C 202.50
03-03-2009 16089 480085 C 202.50
03-17-2009 16141 481447 C 202.50
11-05-2009 16995 849619 C 405.00
1,417.50
12-11-2008 15811 473177 C 10,494.04
10,494.04
10-17-2008 15629 468723 C 766.58
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/5/2009 to 3/5/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/13/2009 to 3/13/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/20/2009 to 3/20/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 3/20/2009 to 3/20/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 4/7/2009 to 4/7/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 5/5/2009 to 5/5/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 5/23/2009 to 5/23/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 6/13/2009 to 6/13/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
IMED LLC ADM
4343 S BUCKLEY RD STE 260 10/31/2009 to 10/31/2009
AURORA,  CO  80015
Paid in Category
Durable Medical Equipment  [DME]
INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 9/26/2008 to 10/26/2008
ENGLEWOOD,  CO  80112 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117981/804
INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 11/26/2008 to 11/26/2008
ENGLEWOOD,  CO  801123508 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117891/805
INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 1/26/2009 to 1/26/2009
ENGLEWOOD,  CO  801123508 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117891/807
INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 2/26/2009 to 2/26/2009
ENGLEWOOD,  CO  801123508 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117891/808
INTEGRATED MEDICAL INC. DME
8100 S AKRON ST STE 320 4/26/2009 to 5/26/2009
ENGLEWOOD,  CO  801123508 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 117891/806
Paid in Category
Hospital Outpatient  [HO]
ST ALPHONSUS REGIONAL MEDICAL CTR HO
1055 N CURTIS RD 9/29/2008 to 10/4/2008
BOISE,  ID  83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct A000180895
Paid in Category
Kept on Salary: TTD  [KOS/TTD]
JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT KOS/TTD
2725 N FIVE MILE #39  10/3/2008 to 10/16/2008
BOISE,  ID  83713
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Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
10-30-2008 Not Printed 1,324,936 K 766.58
11-13-2008 Not Printed 1,327,703 K 164.27
1,697.43
10-29-2008 15675 469614 C 566.82
11-26-2008 15749 472047 C 279.77
01-05-2009 15892 474703 C 379.63
02-19-2009 16045 479230 C 345.62
03-02-2009 16064 479975 C 368.67
03-25-2009 16168 482262 C 278.47
05-07-2009 16320 485790 C 148.57
06-09-2009 16455 488351 C 473.99
07-22-2009 16571 838804 C 99.39
12-30-2009 17184 854873 C 219.90
02-03-2010 17312 858434 C 138.95
03-10-2010 17454 862289 C 65.15
04-28-2010 17630 867502 C 73.35
06-09-2010 17759 871740 C 65.15
3,503.43
09-02-2008 15443 425513 C 164.91
09-02-2008 15442 425512 C 1,000.00
Claimant KOS 10-17-08 THRU 10-30-08
Claimant KOS - INDT 10-31-08/11-02-08
Paid in Category
Nurse Case Management  [NCM]
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 9/17/2008 to 10/24/2008
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 11/3/2008 to 11/24/2008
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 12/3/2008 to 12/18/2008
POCATELLO,  ID  83204 INV BOI220221
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 12/21/2008 to 1/24/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 1/26/2009 to 2/19/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 2/26/2009 to 3/20/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 4/9/2009 to 4/20/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204 INV BOI222262
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 4/22/2009 to 5/27/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 6/4/2009 to 6/26/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204 INV BOI223199
Nurse Case Management  [NCM]
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 12/17/2009 to 12/23/2009
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 1/2/2010 to 1/26/2010
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 2/2/2010 to 2/26/2010
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 3/4/2010 to 4/26/2010
POCATELLO,  ID  83204 INV BOI227848
INTERMOUNTAIN CLAIMS INC NCM
PO BOX 219 5/13/2010 to 5/27/2010
POCATELLO,  ID  83204
Paid in Category
Medical Other  [OTH]
GEM STATE RADIOLOGY LLP OTH
PO BOX 9649 8/16/2008 to 8/16/2008
BOISE,  ID  83707
INTERMOUNTAIN MEDICAL IMAGING LLC OTH
PO BOX 9649 8/16/2008 to 8/16/2008
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Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
01-12-2010 17238 856111 C 150.00
1,314.91
08-28-2008 15429 425395 C 169.06
09-02-2008 15441 425511 C 113.82
09-22-2008 15529 427489 C 113.82
09-29-2008 15548 453994 C 152.16
10-21-2008 15632 468989 C 159.60
11-11-2008 15708 470713 C 1,066.41
11-11-2008 15701 470706 C 7,787.26
11-18-2008 15723 471409 C 18.06
11-25-2008 15733 471956 C 66.67
03-10-2009 16100 480825 C 106.40
04-14-2009 16224 483920 C 106.40
05-12-2009 16324 486051 C 106.40
06-03-2009 16400 487729 C 983.19
06-23-2009 16477 489495 C 296.40
11,245.65
10-07-2008 15599 467905 C 10.25
10-09-2008 15601 468101 C 13.95
BOISE,  ID  83707
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OTH
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 12/22/2009 to 12/22/2009
BOISE,  ID  83706 ACCT OA-18073
Paid in Category
Doctor/Outpatient Medical Provider  [OUT]
ST ALPHONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC OUT
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP- EMERALD 8/6/2008 to 8/6/2008
BOISE,  ID  837048737
ST ALPHONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC OUT
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP- EMERALD 8/13/2008 to 8/13/2008
BOISE,  ID  837048737 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 001100002
ST ALPHONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC OUT
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP- EMERALD 9/3/2008 to 9/3/2008
BOISE,  ID  837048737
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 9/10/2008 to 9/10/2008
BOISE,  ID  83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 056099
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 9/26/2008 to 9/26/2008
BOISE,  ID  83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 056099
BOISE ANESTHESIA PA OUT
PO BOX 4008 10/3/2008 to 10/3/2008
PORTLAND,  OR  972084008 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 29DJAC015
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 10/3/2008 to 10/3/2008
BOISE,  ID  83706
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL CENTER OUT
PO BOX 190930 9/29/2008 to 9/29/2008
BOISE,  ID  83719 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct A082770016
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 10/29/2008 to 10/29/2008
BOISE,  ID  83706
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 2/13/2009 to 2/13/2009
BOISE,  ID  83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct OA-489
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 3/20/2009 to 3/20/2009
BOISE,  ID  83706
Doctor/Outpatient Medical Provider  [OUT]
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 4/22/2009 to 4/22/2009
BOISE,  ID  83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct OA-4422
RICHARD WILSON MD OUT
BOISE NEUROLOGICAL CONSULTANTS  999 5/5/2009 to 5/5/2009
BOISE,  ID  83706 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct JACKSO022
ORTHOPAEDIC ASSOCIATES PA OUT
901 N CURTIS RD STE 501 5/27/2009 to 5/27/2009
BOISE,  ID  83706
Paid in Category
Pharmacy  [PHA]
ST ALPHONSUS PHYSICIAN SERVICES INC PHA
ST ALPHONSUS MEDICAL GROUP- EMERALD 8/13/2008 to 8/13/2008
BOISE,  ID  837048737 ACCT 001100002023
WALGREEN COMPANY PHA
PO BOX 90484 9/10/2008 to 9/10/2008
000482ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 3
Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
11-11-2008 15703 470708 C 110.90
11-25-2008 15737 471960 C 29.93
12-23-2008 15851 473990 C 29.93
194.96
06-09-2009 16425 488236 C 4,078.80
4,078.80
11-25-2008 15742 471965 C 115.51
11-25-2008 15742 471965 C 82.44
11-25-2008 15742 471965 C 79.87
12-02-2008 15762 472393 C 231.02
12-09-2008 15785 472884 C 82.44
12-09-2008 15787 472886 C 134.83
12-11-2008 15809 473175 C 115.51
12-11-2008 15809 473175 C 115.51
12-16-2008 15828 473643 C 132.25
12-16-2008 15830 473536 C 99.19
12-16-2008 15830 473536 C 99.19
12-16-2008 15830 473536 C 99.19
12-16-2008 15830 473536 C 132.25
CHICAGO,  IL  606960484 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct wc2011080
WALGREEN COMPANY PHA
PO BOX 90484 10/4/2008 to 10/11/2008
CHICAGO,  IL  606960484 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 01111800
WALGREEN COMPANY PHA
PO BOX 90484 10/29/2008 to 10/29/2008
CHICAGO,  IL  606960484 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 01185874
WALGREEN COMPANY PHA
PO BOX 90484 11/26/2008 to 11/26/2008
CHICAGO,  IL  606960484 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct 01263404
Paid in Category
Permanent Partial Disability  [PPD]
CHARLES K JACKSON PPD
C/O BRECK SEINIGER ATTY  942 W MYRTLE 6/9/2009 to 6/9/2009
BOISE,  ID  83702 PPI RATING PAID IN FULL
Paid in Category
Physical Therapy  [PT]
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/5/2008 to 11/5/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/7/2008 to 11/7/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/10/2008 to 11/10/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/14/2008 to 11/18/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
MARK R SHALTRY CHT OTR PT
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY  554 N 11/3/2008 to 11/3/2008
BOISE,  ID  83704 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 10/31/2008 to 10/31/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/13/2008 to 11/13/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/19/2008 to 11/19/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/28/2008 to 11/28/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W1121 WC 
Physical Therapy  [PT]
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/1/2008 to 12/1/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/24/2008 to 11/24/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 11/21/2008 to 11/21/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
000483ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 3
Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
12-23-2008 15853 474070 C 132.25
12-23-2008 15855 473994 C 132.25
12-23-2008 15855 473994 C 132.25
01-06-2009 15896 474934 C 132.25
01-06-2009 15896 474934 C 99.19
01-06-2009 15896 474934 C 132.25
01-13-2009 15917 475564 C 115.51
01-13-2009 15917 475564 C 181.63
01-20-2009 15939 476271 C 115.51
01-20-2009 15939 476271 C 148.57
01-27-2009 15968 476938 C 148.57
01-27-2009 15968 476938 C 148.57
01-27-2009 15968 476938 C 148.57
01-27-2009 15966 476936 C 148.57
02-03-2009 15990 477573 C 115.51
02-03-2009 15990 477573 C 148.57
02-10-2009 16007 478142 C 148.57
02-10-2009 16009 478144 C 148.57
02-10-2009 16009 478144 C 148.57
5521 W STATE ST 11/26/2008 to 11/26/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/8/2008 to 12/8/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/5/2008 to 12/5/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/3/2008 to 12/3/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/12/2008 to 12/12/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/17/2008 to 12/17/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/15/2008 to 12/15/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/26/2008 to 12/26/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/24/2008 to 12/24/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/29/2008 to 12/29/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/31/2008 to 12/31/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/22/2008 to 12/22/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 1/12/2009 to 1/12/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 12/19/2008 to 12/19/2008
BOISE,  ID  83703
MARK R SHALTRY CHT OTR PT
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY  554 N 1/14/2009 to 1/14/2009
BOISE,  ID  83704 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 1/21/2009 to 1/21/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 1/16/2009 to 1/16/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
MARK R SHALTRY CHT OTR PT
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY  554 N 1/23/2009 to 1/23/2009
BOISE,  ID  83704
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 1/22/2009 to 1/22/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
Physical Therapy  [PT]
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
000484ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 3
Benefits Paid Relating To Workers Compensation Claim of Kermit Jackson for August 5, 2008 Collision
CITY OF BOISE - WC Grouped by Payment Category
CITY OF BOISE Period from 1/1/1900 to 4/6/2012
02-10-2009 16009 478144 C 148.57
02-17-2009 16032 478927 C 115.51
03-03-2009 16077 480073 C 115.50
03-04-2009 16093 480260 C 218.74
03-10-2009 16105 480830 C 132.25
03-24-2009 16155 482072 C 115.51
03-24-2009 16155 482072 C 115.51
5,106.52
5521 W STATE ST 1/27/2009 to 1/27/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 1/28/2009 to 1/28/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 1/30/2009 to 1/30/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 2/19/2009 to 2/19/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 2/17/2009 to 2/18/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 2/25/2009 to 2/25/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703 MED, JACKSON, CHARLES KERMIT Acct W11121 WC
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 3/11/2009 to 3/11/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
INTERMOUNTAIN PHYSICAL THERAPY PT
5521 W STATE ST 3/12/2009 to 3/12/2009
BOISE,  ID  83703
Paid in Category
Total Paid 39,602.79
000485ADDENDUM EXHIBIT 3
